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Introduction

The research represented in the present report was initiated by a

direct request from the Curriculum Sub-Committee of the Board of Education

for the City of London to the Language Research Group. That request, in

full, read:

That the desires of the Community in the City cf London

with respect to the French Programs be assessed and the

Language Research Group at U.W.O. headed by Dr. R. C.

Gardner carry out the study at no cost to the Board."

(see Appendix A)

It is obvious from the preceeding quotation that the request was both

wide-reaching in its scope and somewhat vague in terms of its frame of

reference. Perhaps the only completely unambiguous aspect cf he request

was that the project should be done on a cost-free basis fop' tie Boaru.

After reviewing our prior commitments, staffing, facilities, and

research budget we decided to accept this commission from the Board for

several reasons. In the first place, we felt that the cost of such a

survey could be rationalized quite readily within the terms of our current

grant contract from the Secretary of State. Secondly, we are strong

believers in the proposition that any change in educational programmes or

practices should be made on the basis of the best available factual know-

ledge rather than relying on politically expedient or emotionally attractive

reasons which themselves are often reflections, at best, of contemporary

myths concerning education' or, at worst, suggest a seriously questionable

(or at least unfathomable) underlying motivation. Finally, we hoped that

the results of this survey would represent both a promising beginning at

understanding the needs and desires of the community of London with

respect to French language instruction, and, in a broader scientific

context might also help us understand the influence of certain values and

'For a discussion of some of the myths surrounding second language

learning the interested reader may refer to: "Optimal Age: Myth or

Reality?", Stern, H.H., Canadian Modern Language Review/La revue

-anadian des langues vivantes, Vol. 32, No. 3, Feb 1976, pp. 283-294;

"The Best Age for Foreign Language Training: Issues, Opinions, and

Facts", Smythe, P. C., Stennett, R. G., and Gardner, R. C., Canadian

Modern Language Review/La revue canadian des langues vivantes, Vol. 32,

No. 1975, pp. 10-23.



forces operating within a particular socio-cultural milieu on the potential

outcomes of second language programmes. Only the former of these last two

aims will be the subject of the present report while the latter aim will

be dealt with in a subsequent series of more technical papers.

Our initial task was to decide exactly who comprised the eventual

audience for our report. It was obvious that the Curriculum Sub-Committee

who had requested the study formed at least one potential consumer of our

final product, however, it also occured to us that any policy formulated

by this group would have to be implemented by the Administration of the

Board and that ultimately the Moderns Consultant would have to be

intimately involved. In fact, all three sources were consulted during

the long and complex process of designing the several forms of the

questionnaire that were employed and in the formulation of the overall

research plan itself. In addition we benefited from detailed constructive

criticism from the Board's Research and Evaluation Committee. (See

Appendix A which contains the relevant correspondence and documentation).

At this point it may not be inappropriate to single out two individ-

uals whose interest and industry were particularly helpful. Both Mr. Gil

Jutras, Moderns Consultant, and Dr. R. G. Stennett, Chief of Educational

Research Services, read several preliminary draft forms of the question-

naires making a number of insightful and invaluable comments. To the

best of our ability we attempted to incorporate as many of their suggestions

as possible. To the extent that there remain some obvious flaws or over-

sights in the survey we assume full responsibility.

At an early stage in our planning with these several groups we were

faced with the manifest impossibility of assessing the opinions of every

member of "the Community in the City of London". We, therefore, attempted

to identify relevant groups within the community and then to sample

opinion from representative members of these groups. Moreover, as we

began the process of identifying groups we also realized that a single

questionnaire would not be equally appropriate to all groups. This

realization eventuated in our designing five different forms of the

questionnaire each of which, however, did share some common items.

In the interests of comparability of the results from the various

forms of the questionnaires it was necessary to compromise somewhat in

our choice of language and the specific wording we used. Rather than

develop detailed, technically explicit (and, therefore, scientifically

respectable) wordings for the various concepts we were inquiring about,

we opted for a less formal and, hence more colloquial form of English.

Apparently most respondents accepted this necessity and answered the

sometimes lengthy forms with good faith and in a serious fashion.

As was inevitable in a study of this magnitude there wer- some

adverse reactions on the part of a small minority of responde.(.s. This

type of survey typically brings a number of "barrack-room lawyers" out

of the closet and they were joined by an equally small number of self-

appointed attitude testing "experts". Respondents in these groups

8
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objected to such diverse issues as: the use of "math' as an abbreviation

for "mathematics"; the lack of a :ientifically rigorous, operationalized

definition of what it means to speak, read, write and understand spoken

French "well"; the fact that the questionnaire solicited respondents'

attitudes and opinions which one individual labelled as highly subjective!

To this last individual we would have to award an A+ for his deep insight.

After all, what are attitudes and opinions if not subjective feelings?

The one other mildly disconcerting trend revealed in a few question-

naires was an apparent lack of trust vis -a -vis the survey itself, the

Administration, and the elected Trustees. Thus, certain individuals

seemed to entertain paranoid feelings that the survey was somehow designed

"to get them" as individuals or to weaken the position of the group they

belonged to. For example, a few parents carefully removed the dentifi-

cation number from their questionnaires so that it was impossible to match

and compare the feelings of these parents with those of their children

in spite of a guarantee of the confidentiality of all individual responses.

As another example of this type of mentality we might cite the French

teacher who wrote a lengthy, rather vitriolic comment suggesting that the

survey was politically motivated by self-serving "petty little bureaucrats"

who merely wanted to defend the "wretched status quo". This courageous

individual then signed his comment using as a nom-de-plume the name of a

well known Quebec activist. Incidentally, he also managed to misspell

this pseudonym.

Negative reactions such as those outlined above were very much in

the minority. In the main, most people understood the reason for the

survey and seemed to appreciate the fact that their views were being

solicited.

Before beginning the main body of this report, we feel that one other

issue must be raised so that the interpretation of the results may be

viewed in its total context. Attitud' and opinion surveys are notoriously

sensitive to external forces over which the investigators often have

little or no control. At least five such events occured either just prior

to, or during the course of the survey.

(i) The 3rd Annual Report of Dr. Keith Spicer, the

Commissioner of Official Languages, was relased

in early April with its attendent publicity both

in the local media and in at least one national

Canadian newsmagazine (Maclean's, 19 April, 1976,

pp. 23-24).

(ii) The same issue of Maclean's carried a lengthy,

posthumously published interview with Dr. Wilder

Penfield. A good deal of this interview dealt

with Dr. Penfield's ex-cathedra opinions about

second-language learning. A number of respondents

referred explicitly to this interview, apparently

labouring under the misapprehension that Dr.

Penfield was an expert in second language teaching

and learning rather than being the significant

pioneer in neurosurgery that he was.
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(iii) A senior Administrative Officer of the Board of
Education for the City of London saw fit to make

a series of highly dramatic public pronouncements
concerning aspects of the Board's grade 7 and 8

French programme. This event was given prominence
in the local media and it would indeed be surprising
if it did not influence the responses of those
teachers, students and parents involved in the

programme. (See Appendix B)

(iv) The London Free Press printed an editorial on the
same subject covered in the preceeding point.

(See Appendix B)

(v) The question of bilingual air traffic' control
became such a highly visable public issue that
Merle Tingly, the Editorial Cartoonist of the
London Free Press, in a clever cartoon on 5 May,
1976 combined it with the theme of French class-

room instruction. (see Appendix B)

Unfortunately it is impossible to evaluate the impact of the fore-

going events on the results of this survey, They have been listed here

so that readers of this report may take them into account in their inter-

pretation of the results that we present.

Finally, we wish to express our sincere thanks to all of those

individuals who assisted in the execution of this study. To all who

graciously completed the questionnaires, to the many individuals and

committees who offered advice during the design and implementation of

the survey, to the teachers who administered and distributed question-

naires, and to Jean Peel, kk. inie Ramsay and Louis Gliksman of the

Language Research Group, Merci, mille foist

In concluding this section we offer the two following quotations

which closely mirror our sentiments:

(a) From a general elementary teacher (grades 5 and 6)

we are asked, "Is this questionnaire going to have

its results put to a useful end or will it meet the
usual fate of previous questionnaires?" The emphasis

in this quotation was placed by the teacher.

(b) From a secondary school French teacher (grades 9,

11, and 12) "1 hope that this information is put
to good use and not simply filed."

10
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,
Samp:eE, Method and Overview of Analysis

The general strategy followed in the development of the five versions
of the questionnaire has been briefly outlined in the preceeding section.
Further documentation, in roughly chronological order is also included in
Appendix A.

Groups Sampled

Questionnaires were distributed in mid-April, 1976 to the following
samples:

1. All elected Trustees (N=14)
2. All Central Office Administration down to and includi-:g

the rank of Area Superintendent (N=19)
3. All Principals and Vice-principals in each elementary

and secondary school (N=182)
4. All Guidance Counsellors (N=68)
5. All French Teachers - elementary (N=34)

- secondary (N=47)
6. Samples of teachers of subject areas other than French,

selected on a random basis from the yearbook.
- elementary (N=63)
- secondary (N=174)

7. Thirteen classes of students studying French in each of
Grades 7, 8, 9, 11 and 13.1

- elementary (N=724)
- secondary (N=873)

8. One parent per household for each of the students in the
above (#7) sample.

9. An approximately equal number of parents of secondary
school students whose children were not enrolled in
French courses and the parents of thirteen grade 6
classes whose children were not yet taking French.

i
Groups 1-4 received Form A of the questionnaire while Group 5

received From B, Group 6 - Form C, Group 7 - Form D, and Groups 8 and 9,
Form E. Copies of all questionnaires are included as Appendix C.

1Thus each Secondary school that offers French within the London system
was surveyed as well as one Elementary feeder school for each Secondary

school.

11
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Data Collection

All questionnaires were taken to the Board warehouse and distributed

by the Board's courier service. Questionnaires were personally addressed

to each recipient in Groups 1-6. Questionnaires for :+udents and their

parents were packaged in bulk lots along with instructios for administra-

tion and addressed to the Principals of the participating schools or the

person designated by the Principal as being responsible for their distri-

bution in a particular school. In the case of the questionnaires for

students studying French and their parents, pre-coded matched sets were

prepared so that these sets of responses might be compared. Apart from

this no individually identifiable marking was made by us on any question-

naire to further insure the anonymity of respondents although in some

cases we did require respondents to check off which group (i.e.,

Elementary vs. Secondary) they belonged to.

Each questionnaire was accompanied by a letter of explanation from

the Director of Education (see Appendix C) and a gummed envelope so that

questionnaires could be sealed after completion thus assuring greater

confidecutiality of responses.

Students completed their questionnaires during their regular French

periods and were asked to take home the matching questionnaire to their

parents. Questionnaires fo Non-French Parents (Group #9) were also

sent home via students. both groups of parents were requested to send

e completed questionnaires back to school with their children.

Completed questionnaires from both individuals and schools were sent

to the Educational Research Services office of the Board from where they

were collected daily, and later as returns began to slow down on a weekly

basis, by a member of the Lenovage Research Group.

Although respondents were .equested 0 return the completed question-

naires within one or two weeks (i.e., by the beginning of May) the rate

of returns was somewhat erratic and data collection was not complete in

some instances until after the end of June. Moreover, because returns

from individual schools did not always reach us in one bulk lot as they

had been distributed it was not possible in tho majority of cases to

identify the Nun-French Parents in terms of whether their children were

Elementary or Secondary level students. Because of 0.1s, in the subseo',ent

analyses of the questionnaires no differentiation of Non-French Parent

responses into elementary and secondary was possible and the group is

treated as an intact entity. This was an unforeseen and regretable turn

of events since those parents whose children have not yet had the

opportunity to enroll in French are clearly a different case than are

the parents of students who have opted out of French studies.

12
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Another note of caution with respect to the interpretation of the
survey results is necessary with respect to the replies of the Trustees

and Administration. As is evident in the following table (Table A) the
return rate for Trustees was the second lowest of all groups and because
of the small size of this group initially, it was decided to treat the
Trustees and Administration as a single group.

Overview of Analysis

In preparing the present report we were guided by a number of

strategic decisions. (i) In the first place, partly for reasons of
simplicity of presentation we have decided to use a descriptive as

compared to an analytic statistical approach. Thus while each table also
contains a measure of central tendency (the mean score) and a measure of
variability (the standard deviation) the main body of each table presents
the percentage of respondents in each group endorsing a particular alter-

native for that question. It was felt that the data might thus "speak
for themselves" and that tests of statistical significance would be

superfluous. Each table is also accompanied by a short descriptive

passage and we have attempted to keep interpretive statements and specula-

tions to a minimum. For those readers put off by masses of numbers, and

such is certainly the case here, we have included a rather extended section
of anecdotal reports gleaned from the last question in each questionnaire
which allowed respondents to express themselves in their own words. We

view these two sets of data as complimentary and hope that the interested
reader will attend to both with equal industry.

(ii) Examination of both the number of persons receiving question-
naires (Table A) and the number of questions asked in each (see Appendix
C) should convince even the most casual reader that many thousand
individual responses resulted from the survey. In light of this, and to

keep the length and detail of the present report within manageable
proportions (some may question whether we have succeeded) we do not

include responses to all questions in this document. We have exercised

some editorial authority in omitting some items of limited interest to a

general readership or items that may have had more theoretical implications

for our own ongoing research project.

Where a particular question was asked of more than one of the
responding groups its wording in the tables has, in some cases, been
modified so that the table headings did not become overly complex. Thus,

for example, the item concerning parents helping with homework is given

in Table II - 10b as "How often does your child receive help with his/her

homework at home?" Naturally the question was worded somewhat differently

in the students' questionnaires.

(iii) Although the survey was reasonably massive in terms of the
number of individuals polled, we feel much more secure in generalizing
its results to the population as a whole that is served by the London

Public School System than in attempting on the basis of two or three

23
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Table A

Return Rates as Percentages for Thirteen Croups

Receiving the Survey Questionnaires

Number Number
Distributed Returned

Trustees 14 6

Administration 19 18

Trustees and Administration 33 24

PriAcquas and Vict.pn'ncifx....1%
1211. 12,4

% Returned

42.9%

94.7%

72.7%
Get.2 rj

Guidance Counsellors 68 62 91.2%

Non-French Teachers - Elementary 63 39 61.9%

- Secondary 174 71 40.8%

French Teachers - Elementary 34 24 70.6%

Secondary 47 45 95.7%

Parents - Elementary, French 724 513 71.3%*

- Secondary, French 873 735 84.2%*

Non-French Parents
2** 764 ?

**

Students - Elementary, French Gr. 7 - 373 724 100.0%

- Gr. 8 351

Total 724

Secondary, French Gr. 9 - 371 873 100.0%

- Gr. 11 286

- Gr. 13 216

Total 873

*These figures are estimates based on the assumption that for each child

completing a questionnaire, a matching questionnaire was taken home.

**No record was kept in the individual schools as to the exact number of

questionnaires sent home to parents whose children were not taking French.

In the secondary schools especially this was logistically almost an

impossibility as it was frequently not possible to find an intact class

of students which had no members studying French.

14
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classes of students and their parents to define the climate of opinion

in individual schools. To follow the latter course of action would have

required even larger samples from each school and therefore would have

further overtaxed our already strained resources. Identifying the needs

and wishes of individual schools and school areas can, in our opinion,

only be done fairly by a more universal plebiscite.

The material to be presented in this report is organized into the

following four sections:

I
Background Information and General Community Opinions

II Curricular Specifics and Suggestions

III School and Classroom Climate

IV Respondents' Comments

We strongly urge the truely interested reader to find the time and

patience to plow through the plethora of information in the following

pages and to reach his own informed conclusions.

15
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BACKGROUND INFORMATION

AND

GENERAL COMMUNITY OPINIONS

16
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Tables I la-d

These four questions were presented to most of the groups

included in the survey in an attempt to assess respondents'

self-perceptions of their own levels of competence with the

French language. French teachers were excluded as it was

assumed that the majority have a demonstrated competence in

French. In a sense these four questions give an estimate of

the general level of French/English bilinguality within whin

the London French programmes exist. Not surprisingly, a high

level of bilinguality was not revealed.

The students enrolled in French courses were the most

confident of all groups with respect to their French skills in

these four areas (reading, writing, speaking and understanding).

On the other hand, the level of French skills claimed by the

various other groups suggest that students enrolled in French

have very few real-life, French language models outside of the

actual classroom.

17



TABLE I - la

PLEASE PATE YOUR no, FRENCH SKILLS ON THE FoLLowING SCALES RY CIRCLING THE
ALTERNATIVE YOU FFEL BEST OESCRTRFS YOU
(1) 1 RFAn FRENCH,

MEAN S,n, N NOT AT AIL StIGHYLY SOmFwmAy nuITE v,ELL FLUENTLY BLANK
OR

No OPINION

TRUSTEES AND AOMTN. 2:59 ,A2 29 8.3 91.7 37,5 12.5 n.0 0.0

PRINCIPALS AND VP1S 2.69 ,--.4-4- 176 6.3 39.7 38.1 15.1 .8 0.0

GUIDANCE couNsraoRs 2.81 .95 b2 6.5 32.3 90,3 16.1 4.8 0.0

NON-FR:TFACHFRSFLFH 2:1A ,A8 39 21).5 46.2 25,6 2.6 2.6 2.6

NON-FR,TFArHFRS-SEC, 2:08 ,A2 71 7,0 50.7 31,n 9,9 1.9 0.0

RARENTS-FLFm-FRENcH 1:98 1.05 513 un,7 32.2 16,9 7.0 2.7 1.0

PARENTS -SEC.- FRENCH 2:0n 1.08 735 92.2 ?8.6 17.6 8,8 7.4 .'

PARENTS-NO FPFNCH 1.81 .95 769 97.3 31.8 19.1 5.0 1.3 .4

STUDENTS-Fl Em.FRENCH 2:A2 Is 774 9,8 30.9 93,6 19.2 1.7 .3

STUDENTS -SFC:-FRENCH 3.26 .72 873 1.1 11.7 98,? 37.3 1.3 .3

19



TABLE I - lb

PIFASr RATF YnUR nwN FRENCH SKILLS ON THE FOLLOWING SCALES lY CIRCLING THE
ACTERNATIVF YOU FFFL BEST oFSCRIBES YOU
(2) I WRITE FRENCH.

mFAN s.n. N NOT AT A L SLIGHT1Y SomEwHAT QUITE 'FLL FLUENTLY BLANK
OR

NO OPINION

TRuSTFFS ANn AnmTN: 2:00 .80 20 29.? 01.7 25.0 4.? 0.0 0.0

PRINCIPALS AND vPt$ 2.18 .86 126 27.2 03.7 28.6 4.8 .8 0.0

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS 2.05 .90 62 16.1 15.5 38.7 6.5 3.2 0.0

NON-FP,TFArHFRS-FLFH 1.91 .81 39 30.8 53.8 12.A 0.0 2.6 0.0

40N-FR:TFAoHFRS.-SFC. 2.03 .73 71 27.5 5U.9 19.7 2.8 0.0 0.0

PARENTSFLFH.FRFNcH 1.67 .95 513 57.5 23.2 0.9 4.5 1.4 1.6

...

PARENTS-SEo...FRENcH 1.71 96 715 50.6 25.0 13.6 3.7 1.8 1.4

PARFNTSNO FRENCH 1.51 .80 764 63.2 24.5 7.9 2.9 .5 1.0

STUDENTS .ELFN-FRENcH 2.88 .83 72U 3.0 30.5 03.1 22.0 1.2 .1

STUDFNTS..SFC:FRENCH 3:10 .70 873 .9 15.1 53.7 28.9 .9 .5

20 21



PLEASE RATF YOUR OWN FRF1CH SWILLS ON THE FOLLOWING SCA(ES RY CIRCLING THE
ALTERNATIVF YOU FFEL REST DESCRISFS YOU
(11 I SPEAK FRENCH.

MEAN S.m. N NOT AT ALL SLIGHTLY SOP'FWHAT QUITE WELL FLUENTLY BLANK
OR

NO CPINION
TRUSTEES AND AONIN: 2:00 .76 ?4 25.0 54.2 16.7 4.2 0.0 0.0

PRINC/RA1E AND VP'S 2. ?? .71 126 12.7 55.6 29.4 1.6 .A 0.0

GUIOAmCE COUNSELLORS 2. ?3 .87 62 16.1 54.8 22.6 3.? 3.2 0.0

NON.FR:TrArHF9S-ELFM 2.05 .75 39 17,9 64.1 15.4 0.0 2.6 0.0

NON.FR.TEArHERS-SEC. 1.9° .75 71 22.9 60.6 9.9 5.6 0.0 1.4

PAREmTS-FLEmftERENCH 1.72 .90 513 99.5 33.7 in.s 3.3 1.6 1.4

PARENTS-SEC.FRENCH 1:81 .98 735 46.A 3?.5 12.9 9.1 2.4 1.2
PARFNTS.NO FRENCH 1.63 .84 764 53.7 33.0 8.9 2.2 1.3 .9

STUDENTS-ELEm.FRENrN ?:94 .A5 724 3.7 54 45.7 22.5 2.3 .3

STUDENTSSEC:..FRENCH 3:07 .72 873 1.1 1800 54.? 25.0 1.3 .5

22
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TRUSTEES AND ADMIN.

pRTNcIpAis AND VP1S

GUI!) ANCE COUNSELLORS

NON.ER.TFArHERS-.ELFH

yoN.FR:TFACHrR5-SEC.

PARENTS-FLEHFRENCH

PARENTS-sEr.,FRENCH

PARENTS -NO FRENCH

STUDENTSELE HFRENCH

STUOFNTS..SFC:-rRENCH

24

TABLE I id

PLEASE RATE YOUR OWN FRENCH SKILLS ON THE FOLLOWING SCALES .8Y CIRCLING THE
ALTERNATIVE YOU FEEL REST OESCRT8Fs YOU
(4) I

MEAN

UNOFRSTANO

S.D. N

SPOKEN FRENCH.

NOT AT ALL SLIGHTLY SOHFwHAT QUITE WELL FLUENTLY PLANK
OR

NO OPINION

2:29 .73 24 8.3 62.5 20.8 8.3 0.0 0.0

2:29 .68 126 7.9 98.7 30.2 2.0 .8 0.0
.

2.39 ,R1 62 6.5 62.9 22.6 1:,8 3.2 0.0

7.13 .72 lq 12.8 66.7 17.9 0.0 2.6 0.0

2:11 .69 71 14.1 63.4 16.9 4.2 0,0 1.4
-

1.9n .06 513 39.6 39.4 12.5 4.9 2.3 1.4

1,91 1.02 715 41.5 17.1 11.1 6.4 2.9 .8

1.75 ,A9 764 47.1 36.0 11.9 2.9 1.6 .9

2.69 .83 724 5.8 35.9 41.0 15.6 .8 .8

3 :11 ,79 873 1.1 ?0.7 45,8 29.9 2.1 .3

25
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Table I - 2

Whereas the previous four items sought to measure the

general level of bilinguality among respondents the question

presented :1 Table I - 2 was designed to reveal attitudes

towards French/English bilingualism which would constitute

another significant aspect of the general climate in which

the French programmes exist.

From Table I - 2 it is apparent that the mean scores

for all groups, with the exception o' that for the Trustees

and Administration, tend to be at least moderately positive.

The most favouoable groups on this item are the French

teachers, however, even 'he parents of students not currently

enrolled in French tend to endorse this concept. Of all

groups polled, the Trustees and Administration have the

least favourable attitude towards bilinguality.



TABLE I - 2

I FEEL THAT CANADIANS SHOULD RE ABLE TO SPEAK THE TWO OFFICIAL LANGUAGES.

MEAN S.D. N sTRnNnLY SLIGHIlY
DISAGREE DISAGREE

NFOTRAL SLIGHT1Y
AGREE

STRrINGLY
ACPEF

BLANK
OR

NO CPP,I0N

TRUSTEES ANG AnHTN: 2.- 81 1.13 24 12.5 29.2 20.8 29.2 4.2 4.2

PRINCTPAIS AND VP'S 3.27 1.16 126 16.7 12.7 13.5 37.3 17.5 2.4

GUIDANCE COONSELLORS 3.72 1.38 62 17.9 8.1 9.7 30.6 37,1 1.6

40N.F4,TFACHERS-ELFH 3.35 1.17 19 7.7 17.9 15.4 41.0 12.8 5.1

40.1-,c4.TFACHERS-SEC. 3:47 1.38 71 14.1 11.3 11.3 33.8 25.4 4.2
FRENCH TEACHERS..ELEH 4.67 .47 24 0.0 0.0 0.0 33.3 66.7 0.0

FRENCH TEArHFRS-5FC. 3:A3 1.29 45 6.7 13.3 6.7 28.9 37.8 6.7

PAREN7S.ELEH.F4ENCH 3.56 1.32 513 17.1 8.6 19.1 30.0 29.0 1.0

PARENTS -SF( ,..ERECH 3.63 1.29 735 11.2 8.3 16.1 33.7 29.5 1.0

PARENTS -r,'0 riENCH 3:29 1.16 764 16.4 9.4 21.1 27.7 21.7 1.4

STODEN1S.ELEH.FRENC4 3.62 1.16 724 6.5 8.1 29.1 27.A 27.1 1.2

STUDENTS.SFC:" FRENcH 3.77 1.16 873 7.1 5.5 22.1 33.? 31.2 .9

27



Tables I - 3 a and b
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The items summarized in Tables I - 3 a and b represent

aspects of parents' and students' attitudes towards French

speaking Canadians rather than to the more abstract concept

of bilinguality.

From Table I 3a it may be observed that the highest

category of endorsement for all groups tended to be the

neutral position although most of the remaining opinions appear

to be on the positive side. There is, moreover, a reasonable

degree of correspondence between the parents and students as to

the climate of opinion within their families. An examination

of the means For each group suggests that parents show a slight

tendency to feel that they encourage more positive feelings

towards French Canadians that the students perceive them doing.

The data contained in Table I - 3b reveal a similar

correspondence between students and parents views concerning

greater contact with French Canadians. Both groups are slightly

less positive on this item than on the previous one with the

exception of the secondary school French students who rather

strongly endorse the idea of greater contact.

29



TABLE I - 3a

IN OUR FAMILY wE CONSCIOUSLY FNi*OuRAGF POSITIVE FEELINGS T0..ARD FRENCH CANADIANS

mFAN so. m sTNnNOLY
DISAGREF

SLIGHTLY NFuTRAL SLIGHTLY STRONGLY EUANK
nisAnPFE AGRFF AGREF DP

NO OPINION

PARFNTSFLFm.FPFNCH 1:61 1.07 513 4.41 3.7 41,1 21.5 ?5.7 1.2

pAQFNTS-SEC.-FRENCH 3:70 1.13 735 S.3 5.3 14.7 22.0 31.3 1.4

PARENTS -NO FPE'40.1 3:44 1.08 764 5.6 5,4 46,6 18.2 21.3 1.8

STUDENTS-ELFH-FRFNCH 3.146 1.06 774 4.1 8.6 42.5 20,7 20,4 3.5

STUDFNTS.SFC:-P?EkCH 3.5? 108 873 11.1 9.0 460.P 21.? 23.5 1.4

TABLE I 3b

I NOW) LTKF NY CHILD Tr HAVE GREATER CoNTACT AITH FRFNOH CANADIv, 0FORIF.

HFA4 S.% y STRoNnlY SLIGHT! Y NF,CIRAL SLIGHTLY sTprk.r.Ly 8LAng
DISAnuEF n/sAGRFF Ar.PEE AnRFF rP

No CP/NICN

PARF475-FLFH.FRENCH 3.51 1,1? 513 7.4 5.5 37.6 ?6.3 2?.0 1.2

PARENTS.SEt..FPENCH 3:64 1.08 735 5.2 4.5 36.3 26.7 25,7 1.6

PARENTS-NO FRENCH 3.35 1.n9 764 A.1 5.8 46.1 20.8 17.7 1.6

STUDFNT S.E1E4-FRENrm 3:40 1.1? 7?4 7.0 10.5 36.2 27,3 18.4 .6

STUDENTSSFC:-FPFNOH 3:76 1.n6 873 4.? 5.4 2A.g 31.8 P8.5 1,1

^,n
t.; ,
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Table I - 4

- 20

The views of all groups were solicited to ascertain whether

French was viewed as more appropriate for students of average

or greater academic ability. There was general agreement among

most groups that French studies should not be limited to only

the better students. The implication clearly is that even less

academically talented students will gain something of value by

being exposed to French. Interestingly over one-fourth of all

of the teacher groups and the Principals and Vice-principals

expressed some reservations concerning the teaching of French

to less than average ability students. Perhaps this latter

finding reflects the first-hand experience of these individuals

with less talented students in a variety of subject areas.

This question is of some importance in 1;ght of Burstall's

work in Britain which demonstrated a close relationship between

the gains in Crench made by less a- ademically able students and

the expectations for their success held by school officials.

In short, something akin to a self-fulfilling prophecy might

be operational in this respect.

3 ,2



TABLE I - 4

FRENCH SN(100 ONLY BE TAUGHT TO STUDENTS OF AVERAGE OR HICHFk AB/LITY.

mFAN S.n. N vFRN,

DEFINITE1Y
NO

PROBABLY
NO

NEUTRAL pprIRAHly

YES
vERY

nEFTNITELv
YES

BLANK
OR

NO OPINToN

TRUSTEFS Akin AOmIN: 2:4S 1.10 24 16.7 41.7 16.7 16.7 4.2 4.2

PRTNCTRAIS AND VP'S 2:61 1.72 126 20.6 33.3 17.7 27.0 4.8 1.6

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS 2:03 1.17 62 41.5 25.8 9.7 16.1 1.6 3.2

NON-FR:TFAcHF9S-ELFs ?.3? 1.26 39 30.8 35.9 50 20.5 5.1 2.6

NON.F9.TFArmF9S-SFr. 2.3Q 1.20 71 2Q.6 29.b 17,7 75.4 1.4 1.44

FRFNcH TFACHFRS-FLFH 2:3n 1.43 24 49.8 12.5 4.2 29.2 4.2 4.2

FRENCH TFArHFRS-SFr. 2:40 t.?0 45 26.R 31.1 13.3 P4.4 2.2 0.0

sAsFNTS-FLsm-FPFNCN 1:98 1.20 513 46.5 ?1.4 12,9 11.R 3.7 .6

PARENTS -SEC...FPEN-H 1.SQ 1.17 735 53.7 19.6 11.0 11.4 2.9 1.4

PARENTS-NO FRENCH 2:00 108 764 48.0 20.8 14.5 12.2 3.0 1.4

STUDENTS .EIFM-FRENCH 1.97 1.18 724 49.0 22.1 13.1 12.0 3.0 .7

STOOFNTS.SFc:.FRENcH 1.7? 1.02 873 58.5 21.2 11.7 7.0 1.5 .1
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Tables I - 5 and 6

-22

The questions represented in these two tables solicited

respondents' views concerning two very general reasons for

studying French. An implied contrast between these two orienta-

tions towards French studies was built into the questions by

including the word "primarily" in each, however, this does not

imply that these basic reasons are necessarily antithetical or

in conflict with each other.

A simultaneous examination of both Tables I - 5 and 6

shows that all groups more strongly endorse cultural understand-

ing and communication (i.e., integrative reasons) than the

pragmatic, career-oriented (i.e., instrumental reasons) goals

of French studies. In fact, both sets of reasons are positively

endorsed by all groups with the exception of the Non-French

teachers who appear skeptical about the pragmatic or practical

reasons.

Thus French study is viewed primarily as a vehicle to

greater cross-cultural understanding and this finding appears

congruent with both the general attitude towards bilingualism

an towards French Canadians demonstrated in previous tables.
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TABLE I 5

I FEEL TT IS IMPORTANT FOP CH/LOREN TO STIIDY FRENCH PR/mARTLY 8ECAUSE IT wiLL
FNARLF THFm TO coHHuNTcaTF WITH FPFNCH SPFAKING PFOP1F ANn OPPECTATE TH(-IR
CuLT0PF.

mFAN so, N STPoNGLy
D1SAGPEF

SLIGHTLY
OISAGRFE

NFUIPAL SL/GwItY
AGREE

STFONGLY
AGREE

BLANK
OR

No CPIN/ON

TRUSTEES ANO AOPTN 3.96 .Ap ?a 0.0 8.3 16.7 a5.E ?(:).a 0.0

PRINCIPALS AHD VP1P 3.81 1.10 126 7.1 5.6 11.0 49.2 ?5.4 .8

GUIDANCE C nuNSFLLOPS a.05 1.66 62 ,.5 3.2 a.8 a8.a 35.5 1.6

_
NON .FR.TFACHFRS-FLFH 3.71 109 39 1(3 5.1 16.1 48.7 23.1 2.6

NON-FP,TFAFHFRS-SFC. a:13 1.60 71 I.' 9.9 5.6 3R.a 42.1 1.4

FRENCH TFACHFRS-ELFH a:81 .47 ?a no 0.0 a.? 8.3 P7.5 0.0

FPFNcH TraFHFRS.SEc. a:51 .141 a5 ?.? 4.4 a.a 15.6 73.3 0.0

PARENTS-FLFH.F0ENcH 3:84 1.75 S13 10.1 3.9 1?5 16.3 35.3 10

PARENTS -SE FRENCH 3:0a 1.1a 735 6.4 5.R 11.3 38.5 36.6 1.4

PARENTS -NO FRENCH ;.SA 1.P7 764 11,0 70 19.1 34.4 26.2 1.4

STUDENTS-EIEH-FRFNCH 3.7R 1.11 724 a.a 8.7 220 33.1 31.1 .6

STIIDENTSSFc:-FPENcH 3.90 1.07 873 3.7 7.a 16.:': 36.a 35.7 .7

36
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TABLE I - 6

I FEEL TT IS IHPORTANT FOR CHTLnREN TO STUDY FRENCH PRImARILY BFCAUSE THEY
WILL PROBABLY NMI IT IN THEIR FUTURE CARFFRS.

MFAN S.n. N STRONGLY SLIGHTLY NEUTRAL SLIGHTLY STRONGLY BLANK
OTSAGREE nISAGREE AGREE AGREE OR

NO OPINION

TRUSTEES AND AnHIN: 3.- 0R 1.26 ?4 1?.5 ?5.0 16.7 33.3 1?.5 0.0

RRINCIPAIS AND %/PIS 3:06 1.23 1?6 17.5 15.1 16.7 45.2 5.6 0.0

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS 3.51 1.05 62 6.5 11.3 17,7 51.6 11.3 1.6

NDN.FR,TEACHERS-FLFH 2.81 1.16 19 15.4 25,6 17.9 33.3 ?.6 5.1

NON.ER:TrAcHERS-SEC. 2:79 1.26 71 2?.5 19.7 160 35.2 4.2 1.0

FRENCH TrArHFRS-ELFM 3,83 1.03 20 4,2 12.5 0,0 62.5 20.8 0.0

FRENCH TEACHERS-SEC. 3:29 1.13 45 11.1 13.3 17.8 51.1 6.7 0.0

PARENTS-FLEH.FRENCH 3:4R 1.31 513 12.5 10.3 17.0 34.7 24.0 1.6

PARENTS - SEC. - FRENCH 3:71 1,71 735 8.4 8.6 13.3 40.3 28.8 .5

PAPFNTS.NO FRENCH 3:30 1.35 764 14,11 13.2 19.4 30.1 21.1 1.3

STUDFNTS-ELFN*FRFNCH 3.61 1.74 724 8.0 11.0 21.3 30.0 28.9 .8

STUDENTSSEC:-FRENCH 3:65 1.21 873 6.9 11.3 2t.8 31.4 29.1 .5

:39
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Tables I - 7 a-e

The questions summarized in Tables I - 7 a-e all deal with

the issue of a locally available French tElevision channel.

In interpreting the responses to these items the leader should

bear in mind that the questions were asked prior to the actual

availability of the channel and thus they may not reflect some

of the emotionality that surrounded this issue locally once

the new service was actually instituted.

In lob% - 7a, a great diversity among groups is revealed

with respect to the actir..1 need for French 'celevision iv

London. The least favourable groups with over 50% of respondents

suggesting no need for a French channel are the: Trustees and

Administration, Principals and Vice-principals, Elementary and

Secondary French Parents, and Elementary French students. The

groups seeing the greatest need are the French teachers, both

Elementary and Secondary, and the Seconudry School irp,ich

students.

40



TABLE I - 7a

nn YOU FEEL THERE IS A NEED FOR A FRENCH TELEVISION STATION IN LONDON?

HFAN

...

so. N VERY
DEFINITEIY

NO

GENERALLY
NO

NEUTRAL GENFRALtY
YES

vERY
nEFINITELY

OS

BLANK
OR

NO OPINION

TRUSTEES ANo AOHIN: 2.26 1.07 74 29.0 41.7 8.1 20.8 0.0 4.2

PRINCIPALS AND VP'S 2:23 1.15 126 31.0 35.7 15.1 13.5 4.0 .8

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS 2.85 1.17 62 16.1 22.6 24.? 30.6 4.8 1.6

FRENCH TFAcHFRS-FLFH 4.0R 1.00 24 4.2 4.2 8.1 45.8 37.5 0.0

FRFNrH TEArHFRS-SEC. 3:82 1.17 45 11.1 11.1 4.0 31.1 47.2 0.0

RARENTS-FLFH-FRENCH 2.36 1.21 513 30.8 27.1 20.1 15.8 4.9 1.4

PARENTS -SEC.- FRENCH 2:41 1.19 735 26.8 29.7 20.1 18.0 4.5 .8

PARENTS-NO FRENCH 3:07 1.46 764 21.2 16.8 11.5 27.6 19,0 3.9

4TIMENTS-FIF4-FRENrH 2.51 1.26 724 28.2 22.9 24.3 16.4 7.0 1.1

STUOFNTS.SFC:FRENCH 1.82 .96 873 1.9 4.5 25.1 39.5 26.3 .6
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Tables I - 7 b-c

At a more concrete level than the general need for French

television assessed in the preceding question, Table I - 7b

shows what respondents' expectations were concerning their own

personal use of the channel once it became available. In light

of the low level of bilinguality in the groups sampled and

their lack of perceived need for a French channel it was perhaps

predicable that the majority of respondents did not think that

they would use this facility. The two notable exceptions to

this pattern are revealed in the responses of the Guidance

Counsellors and the Secondary French students.

On the other hand, sizeable numbers of parents of French

students stated that they planned to encourage their children

to watch the channel. One may speculate as to the effectiveness

of a message of the "don',t do as I do, do es I say" type from

these parents to their children. Alternately, perhaps some

parents may be exposed to French television via their children

in spite of their avowed disinterest.

43
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TABLE I - 7b

ONCE THE FRFNCH TELEYISTON CHANNEL IS AVAIIABLE DO YOU iNTENO TO WATCH IT?

MEAN S.D.

fo

N vERY
nEFTNITELY

NO

GENERALLY
ND

NEUTRAL GENFNAL1Y
YES

VERY
DEFINITELY

YES

BLANK
OR

NO OPINION

TROsTEFs ANn AnmIN: 1.96 .91 ?4 33.1 01.7 12.5 8.3 0.0 4.2

PRTNCTPAiS ANn VRIS 2:24 1.10 126 26.2 43.7 1?.7 12.7 4.0 .8

GUIDANCE C DUm SELLOPS ?:93 1.10 62 16.1 ?9.0 12.9 25.8 10.5 1,6

:PAPFNTS-FIF4-FRENCH 2 :47 111. 513 10.0 29.8 11.5 18.7 7.6 1.9

PARENTS -SFr.- FRENCH 2:07 1.20 715 20.8 35.0 12.0 20.0 6.1 1.8

PARENTS-NO FRENCH 2:18 1.?1 764 35.1 33.9 9.0 14.1 4.8 2.b

STUDENTS-FlEm-FRENCH 2.3? I.?? 724 34.4 22.8 21.7 15.6 4,0 1.1

STUDENTS-SFc:-ERFNcH 2:70 1.26 873 21.3 20.3 20.8 25.4 7r7 .5

TABLE I - 7c

ONCE THE FRENCH CHANNEL IS AVAIL ABLE DO YOU TNTEN.O TO Ek.COt44AGE YOU CHILD TO
WATCH TT?

mFAN S.D. N VERY
nEFINITEL

NO

pRnAARLy
NO

NEUTRAL PPORARLY VERY PLANK
YES nEFTNITELY DR

YES NO CPINION

PARENTSFLFm.FRENCH 2:41 1.26 513 15.6 ?2.8 ?3.2 25.0 11.3 2.1

_
PARENTS-SEC.-FRENCH 3.11 1,?2 715 17.2 ?0.1 22.4 31.3 11.8 2.0

PARENTS...NO FRENCH 2.52 109 764 ??.6 29.3 21.9 17.8 5.4 3.0

44
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Tables I - 7 d-e

The two most enthusiastic groups with respect to the

French channel, the Elementary and Secondary French teachers

demonstrate part of the reasons for their enthusiasm in

answer to the questions presented in Tables I - 7 d-e. Thus

the teachers see real value in using this facility in their

classrooms and also strongly endorse the idea of encouraging

their students to watch at home. In view of the lack of

locally available French speaking models suggested by previous

questions these uses of television would seem to have

considerable intuitive merit in redressing this situation.

It is just possible that with enough encouragement from both

teachers and parents that students may actually avail them-

selves of the opportunities afforded by the French channel.

46



TABLE I - 7d

ONCE THE FRENCH CHANNEL IS-AVAILABLE
(A) on YOU INTEND TO ENcouRAGF MIR STLMENTS 10 MATCH IT AT HomE?

mFAN s.n. N VERY GENERALLY NEUTRAL GENERALLY VERY BLANK
DEFINITELY NO YES DEFINITELY OR

NO YES NO OPINION

FRENCH TFACHFRS..FLEH 4:50 .71 24 no 4.2 0.0 37.5 514.3 0.0

FRENCH TFACHFRSSEC. 4:67 .S2 45 0.0 0.0 2.2 26.7 66.7 4.4

TABLE I - 7e

ONCE THE FRENCH CHANNEL IS AvADARLF
(8) nn YOU INTEND TO Hoc:: USE OF TT IN YOUR FRENCH CLASSES?

HEAN S.D, N %/FRY GFN,RALLY
DEFINITELY NO

NO

NEUTRAL GENERALLY
YES

VERY PLANK
DEFINITELY OP

YES NO OPINION

FRENCH TFArHFRS-FLEN 4:21 1.04 ?4 4.2 4.2 P.3 33.3 50.0 0.0

FRENCH TFACHFRS -SEC, 4.26 .90 49 0,0 6.7 8.9 31.1 46.7 6.7

GO0
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Tables I - 8 a-d

The questions presented in these four tables represent the expecta-

tions various groups have with respect to the four classic linguistic

outcomes of second language study (i.e., speaking, reading, aural

comprehension, and writing). More specifically they deal with respondents'

expectations that students who have successfully completed the elementary

and secondary programmes in London will attain some degree of facility in

these four skill areas.

In general, the majority of respondents do expect that the London

elementary and secondary French program-, will produce reasonable levels

of French skills in all four areas. However, sizeable numbers (i.e., 20%)

of both Trustees and Administrators and Secondary French Teachers appear

skeptical about the possibility of developing a high level of speaking

skills. All groups share high expectations about the development of

reading skills and this may be a good indication of the present curricular

emphasis. A slight contrast is apparent when the expectations concerning

speaking (oral production) and listening (aural reception) are compared,

with slightly more optimism being expressed concerning the receptive

skills. The pattern of responses for the development of writing skills

is quite similar to that for reading skills.

All groups seem to feel that the present programmes are more likely

to produce students who will have reading and writing abilities somewhat

in advance of their speaking and listening abilities.

49



TABLE I - 8a

nn YOU FEEL THAT A cstin WHO HAS SATISFACTORILY COHPLETFD FRENCH AT BOTH THE
EIEHENTARy ANn sEcoNnARY scsnni_ LFVFLS SHOULD BF AstF Tn - SPEAR FRENCH WFLI?

4FAN s.n. N VFPY
OEFTNITELY

NO

GFNFRALLT
No

NEuTRAL GENERALLY
YES

VERY
OEFINITELY

YFS

8LANK
OR

NO OPINION

TRUSTEES Akio AnmiN; 3.- 69 .96 ?4 0.0 20.R 4.2 58.3 12.5 4.2

PRINCIPALS AND VP'S 3:67 .q2 126 .8 16.7 8.7 61.1 11.9 .8

GU/DANCE COUNSELLORS 3:80 .84 6? 0.0 12,9 3.? 66.1 17.7 0.0

FRENCH TFArHFRS-ELFH 3:71 .q8 la 8.1 0.0 16,7 62.5 12.5 0.0

FRENCH TFArHFR5-SEC. 3.44 .85 45 n.0 20.0 11.1 62.2 ?.? a.4

PARENTS-FLEH.FRENcH 3:88 .89 ;13 1.6 10.3 4.9 62.8 18.1 2.3

PARENT8wSEC..FRENCH 3:80 .65 735 t.6 13.5 6,7 58.8 18.4 1.1

PARENTS.NO F6FNcH 1:77 .69 764 2,6 12.4 A.9 54.3 19.1 2.6

STUOENT5EIFH-FRENrH 3:90 .84 724 1.5 4.8 x6.9 54.4 21.4 1.0

STUDENT5-5Fc:wFRENCH 3:83 .Qt 873 1,8 9.6 11.3 58.2 18.9 .1

1,



TABLE I 8b

nn T011 FM. THAT A CHILO wHO HAS SATISFACTORILY CnmPLFTFn FREo0C1i AT BOTH THE
FIFHFNTARY ANO SFCONOARY SCHOOL LEVFLS StInuLD BE ABLF Tn . READ FRENCH .411?

C.)
C.)

mFAN So. N VFRY
ni:FTkiTTELr

NO

GFNFRALLY
NO

NFUTRA1 SEVERALLY
rES

VFRY
DEFIPITEIY

YES

BLANK
OR

nn OPINION

TRUSTFFS AND ADMIN. 3.91 .72 24 n.n 8.3 4.? 70.R 12.5 4.2

PRINCIPAL S AND VP1S 3.9? .71 126 0.0 6.3 10.1 67.5 15.1 .8

GUIDANCE COuNSFLLOPS 4.03 .62 62 no 4.8 3.? 75.8 16.1 0.0

FRENCH TFACHFRS -FLFH 1:46 .71 24 4.? 0.0 4.2 79.2 12.5 0.0

FRFNCH TFArHFRS-SFD. 4.12 .54 45 0.0 2.2 2.? 73.3 17.8 4.4

PARENTSFLFm.FRENcH 4.- 00 .79 513 1.6 5.7 4.3 66.5 20.1 1.9

PARENTS+SEC..FRENCH 4.05 .71 715 .7 4.9 5.3 66.1 21.6 1.4

PARENTS.NO FRENCH 3:94 ,A5 764 1.7 6.2 9.6 58.8 21.2 2.6

STUDENTS.ELFMFRFNCH 3.90 .82 724 1.0 5.2 17.1 54.8 21.0 .8

S111DFNTS.SFC:.,FRFNcH 4.04 .78 873 .9 4.7 8.7 60.7 ?4.9 .1

52 5`-'.,



TABLE I - 8c o

00 YOU FEFL THAT A CHILD WHO HAS
F1EHENTARv AND SECONDARY SCHOOL
FRENCH WELL?

SATISFACTORILY
LEVFLS SHOULD FsF

COMPLFTFO
AuLF TO ..

FRFNCH AT 80TH THE
ilhOERSTANO sPOKFN

mFAN 5,0, N VFRY UNFRAL v NE0TRAL GFNERALLY VERY PLANKnEFIkITTELf NO YES pEF1701TELY ORNO
,0-_S NO CPINIGN

TRUSTEES API) AOHIN: 3.70 .85 ?4 0,0 12.5 12.5 58.3 12.5 4.2
PRINCIPALS AND VPts 3.74 .87 1?6 0.0 12.7 15,1 56,3 15.1 .8

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS 3.90 .87 62 0.0 11.3 9.7 56.5 22.6 0.0
FRFNCH TFArHrRSELF4 4.00 .87 24 0.? 0.0 12.5 58.3 ?5.0 0.0
FRFNCH TFArHFRS.SEr, 1:03 .91 45 ?,? 6,7 8,4 53.i 27,2 6,7
PARFNT5..FLF4-,P9ENCH 3:94 .81 513 1.6 6.4 6.6 65.1 18.1 2.1
PAPENTS-CEr...F9ENCH 3:89 ,AA 735 1.? 9.1 9.5 57,8 20.5 1.6
PARENTS -v0 FRENCH 1:A1 .96 764 2.0 11.1 11.0 53.4 20.? 2.4

57"OFNIT 5.41E4FRENCH 3.92 .83 724 1.0 5.0 17.7 52.3 23,1 1.0

STUDFNTA.sFc:..FPFNCH 3:9A .88 873 1.1 6.9 12,7 51.5 27.6 .1

5 4,1
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TABLE I - 8d

On YOU FFFL THAT A CkILD 1.1-40 HAS SiTISFACTORRY CCPFLFTF.0 FRENCH AT sm., THF
FLEHENTARY ANn sErir.nARy SCHODL LFVFLS SHnULD PF AsLF 7f, . .RITF FRF\CH .ELL?

mFam S.1. Y VFPY OFkFRALLY
DEFINITELY hi

NO

.FI,TRAL GFNEf4ALLY 4I1RY BLANK
YES DEFINITELY CR

yFS NO cPIkToN

TR'ISTEFS AND AluTN: 1.7n .75 74 1,n 12.5 A.3 70.8 -.2 4.?

PRINcTPAtS AW) VP'S 1:77 .79 176 1,0 10.3 17.S 60.1 11.1 1.6

17,UTOANCF C^UNSPLLORS 3:9n .62 62 0.1 4.8 0.7 7...2 9.7 1.6

FRENCH TrArHF9S-FLFm 3:A3 .80 24 4.2 0.0 16.7 66.7 17.5 0.3

FRENCH TFArwP4S-SFC. 1:51 .92 45 2.7 15.6 11.1 57.8 h,7 4.14

PARENTS -FLFu-FRENCH 3.86 .83 513 1.6 7.8 8.6 6,4.3 15.2 2.5

pAgENTS-8EC.-DRENCH 1.86 .83 735 len 8.6 1r.6 61.5 16.6 1.8

PARENTS -N0 FRENCH 1:79 .90 784 1.7 4.3 13.9 55.6 16.8 2.7

SWDFITS-EIFY,FRFN CH 3:PS ,A6 774 1.1 6.5 19.6 51.1 21.9 .8

STUDFNTS.SFC:+FREYCH 3:9n .86 873 1.1 7,1 19.1 55.7 21.6 .2

5 6
r;')...
'...-' .
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Tables I - 9 a-h

Whereas the information in the previous section dealt specifically

with expectations of the existing French programmes in London, the present

section deals with a series of possible outcomes of French at a more

general and abstract level. A set of questions were asked to determine

the relative importance of a number of outcomes in the eves of policy

makers, administrators, and designers and implementers of programmes.

These outcomes are not intended to be an exhaustive list of all of the

possible goals of French studies but rather represent a sample of some

of the more commonly stated ones.

There is a reasonably high degree of agreement among all five groups

with respect to the relative ranking they give to these eight outcomes.

Overall these goals are ranked in the following order from most to least

important: Development of French speaking skills, Cevelopment of French

listening skills, Development of French reading skills, Appreciation of

how French Canadian people live, Development of French writing skills,

Awareness of job opportunities where a knowledge , French is beneficial,

Improvement of understanding of English through comparison of linguistic

structures, and Appreciation of European French music and literature.

Clearly all groups place the highest premium on the development of oral/

aural competencies. There is therefore, some discrepancy between the

perceived importance of these outcomes and the expectations of success

in the current outcomes from the French curriculum as it now exists.

What this seems to suggest as a partial answer is a move towards the

communicative competence model of second language teaching.

5S



TABLE I - 9a

RATE THE THPORTANOE FOR YOUR STHOFNTS OF FACH OF THE FOLLOWING OUTCOMES OF A
FRFNCH PROC:RAmE
(I)

MEAN

PFVFLoPFMENT OF

SO, N

FRENCH READING

VrRy
uN.

IMPORTANT

SKILLS.

moOFRATFLY
UN.

TMPORTANT

NE9TRAL morFRATFLY
IMPORTANT

VERY
TmPoRTANT

BLANK
OR

NO OPINION

TRUSTEFS AND AOmIN: 4.00 .58 ?4 0,0 4.2 0.? 79.2 12.5 0.0

PR/NCIPMS AND vpis 3:71 .06 1?6 11.1 10,3 58.7 15.1 1.6

GUIDANCE COUNSFLLORS 4.13 .517 62 3.2 3.2 3.? 58.1 32.3 0.0

FRFNCH TFArHERS.FLFm 4.21 .71 24 0.0 4.2 4.? 58.1 33,3 00
FRENCH TFACHFRSSFC. 4.31 1.01 45 4,4 4.4 0,0 37.8 53.3 0.0

TABLE i - 9b

RATE THE TmoURTANCE FOR YOUR STUDENTS OF FACH OF THF FrIlL0t.ING GUTCO"FS OF A

FRFNCH PRnnoAmmF
(2) APPRECIATION nr Hn,: FRENCH rANAnIA% PFOPLF LIVF.

'FAN S.O. N VFPY
Pki.

IMPORTANT

unDFPATPLY
'IN-

IMPORTANT

NF:ITRAL
juP(14TAT

vrkY
TmprATV4

?LANK
cP

an CoINTON

TRUSIFFS ANO AOm1N. 3.83 .94 24 0,0 12.5 i6.7 (45.A ?s . 0 0.0

PRTNCIPAIS AND VPIS 3.77 ,93 126 1.6 11.1 12.7 54.8 11.3 2.4

qUIDAmCE CrlUvSFLLORS 3:79 1.12 62 3.2 14.5 12.9 38.7 ln.6 0.0

FRENCH TFArHERS.FLFM 3:81 1.21 24 4.2 16.7 8.1 33.3 37.5 0.0

FRFNCH TEACHFRS.eSEC, 3.93 ,AS 45 A.0 8.9 13.3 53.3 24.4 0.0



TABLE I 7 9c

RATF THF TmPORTANCE FOR YOUR STUDFN-S OF FACH OF THF FO1LONING OUTCOMES OF A
FRENCH PPnr,RAmmF
(3) APPRcCTATION OF EUROPFiN FRENCH mlISTC AND 1ITFRATURF.

MEAN S.O. I4 vu: mnoFRpATRY NEUTRAL mODFRATFLY VERY 1_Ni4- IMPORTANT IMPORTANT
IMPORTANT ImPOPTANT N CP TON

TRUSTEFS ANn ADHIN: 2.61 .66 24 4.2 50.0 25.0 20.8 no 0.0

PRINCIPALS AND VP'S 2:94 1.06 1P6 11.1 23.0 P7.0 34.9 7.4 1.6

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS 3:29 1005 62 6.5 17.7 24.2 43,5 8.1 0.0

FRENCH TFACHFRS-FLEm 2:71 1.37 24 ?S.o 29.2 4.2 i3.3 8.3 0.0

5S.3FRENCH TFACHFRS-SEC. 3:3A 1,04 45 6.7 15.6 17,A 6.7 0.0

TABLE I - 9d

RATF THF TuDOPTANCF FOR YOUR STUDENTS OF EACH OF THE FOLLOATNG OUTCOHFS OF A
FRENCH PRD0A4HE
(4)

MFAN

DEvFLOpHENT

S.O. N

OF FREP,.rH SPEAXTNG

VFPY
tip.

ImPoPTANT

SKILIS

HnDFRATFLY
Ilk-

IMPORTANT

NFuTPAL "OCFPATF1Y
IMPORTANT

VERY
ImPOPTANT

BLANK
CR

NO CP1N/cN

TROSTFFS AND A0mIN: 4.4? .49 24 n.n 0.0 0.0 56,3 41.7 0.0

PRINCIPALS AND VPIS 4.21 ,P4 126 P.4 1.6 7.1 47,6 39.7 1.6

GUIDANCE COUSEU.CPS 4.4P .69 62 1.6 0.0 1.6 41.9 54.8 0.0

FRENCH TFACHFRS-ELEm 4._ 71 .84 24 11.2 0.0 0.0 12.5 R3.3 0.0

FRENCH TFACHFRSySEC, 4.7A .66 45 2.P 0.6 0,0 13,3 84.4 0.0

f7



TABLE I - 9e

RATF THF IMPORTANCE FOR YOUR STHOFNTS OF FACH OF THE FOLLOWING OUTCOmFS OF A
FRENCH PRnGRA4HF
(5) AwAPFNPS8 OF JOR OPPOPTUNTIFS WHERE A KNOwLFDGF OF FRFNCH IS riEkEFI:,TAL

HFAN 5,0. N VFRY moDFRATFLY NEUTRAL monFRATELY vFPY 81ANKIIN, I IN.+ ImPOPTAr-T IMPORTANT OR
IMPORTANT IMPORTANT NO OPINION

TRUSTEE'S AND AOHTN: 3.83 .94 PO 0.2 8,3 4,2 66.7 16.7 0.0

PRINCIPALS AND vPIS 3:60 1,04 126 0.0 12.7 !1.1 51.6 18.3 2.4

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS 4:02 .91 62 3.2 3,2 11.3 53.? 29.0 0.0

FRFNCH TFACHFRSFLFm 3.88 1.05 24 0.0 16.7 12.5 37.5 33.3 0.0

FRENCH TFACHFRS.SEC, 3.87 1.07 45 ?.2 13.3 11.1 42.? 31.1 0.0

TABLE I 9f

PATE THF TmPORTANCE FOR YOUR STUOFNTS nF FACH OF THF FOUnwING OUTOMAES OF A

FRFNCH PPnoRAHHF
(6) OFVFL OPHENT

HFAN 5.n. N

OF FRFNCH wRITP4

VFPY

THPoPTANT

SKILLS.

4noFRATFLY
erN-

IMPORTANT

NFUTRAL Hnnf-PA lF0
IMPORTANT

vFkY
IMPORTANT

YRUSTFFS ANO AOHIN: 1:61 .81 24 0.0 16.7 8,1 70,A 4.?

PRINCIPM S AND VP'S 3.65 .P0 1P6 P.4 11.1 15.R 56.7 10.3

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS 3:95 .77 62 1.6 4.8 8,1 b1.7 17.7

FRFNCH TFACHFRS-FLFm 4.17 .87 24 0.2 0,0 4.? 54.2 33.3

FRFNCH TFACHFPS...SEC. 3:93 1.05 45 P.2 13.3 4.11 46.7 31.1

63

PLANK

No OPINION

0.0

1.6

0.0

4.2

2.2

64



TABLE I - 9g

RATE' THF THROPTANCE FOR YOUR STUDENTS OF EACH OF THF FOLLOwING OUTCOMES OF A
FRFNcH pPnr.RAHmF
(7) IMPROVEMENT OF UNDERSTANDINr. FNGLISH RY COMPARISON OF LINGUISTIC STRuCTuRFs.

MEAN S.o. N VFRY mnDFPATFLY
Mo. UN-

IMPORTANT IMPORTANT

TRUSTEFS AND AOMIN: 3.17 1.03 P4 8.1 16.7

PRTNCIPALS AND VPIS 3:51 Lou 1?6 3.? 1A.3

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS 3.5? 1.ot 62 U.S 12.9

_
FRENCH TFAHFRS.EL:m 3.9? 1.P9 24 4.2 16.7

FRENCH TFACHFPS..SEC. 3:60 1.45 45 15.6 13.3

TAPE I 9h

INFOTRAL

29.2

15.9

19.4

12.5

0,0

mOOFPATFLY
IMPORTANT

41.7

47.6

51.6

16.7

37.8

RATF THE IMPORTANCE FOR YOUR STHOFNIS OF FACH OF THF FottnwING OUTM,FS OF A

VFRY
IMPORTANT

4.2

11.5

11.3

50.0

33.3

PLANK
OR

NO OPINION

0.0

1.6

0.0

0.0

0.0

FRENCH PROGRAMME
(A) DEVFLoPmENT

mFAN S.0, N

OF FPFNrki LISTENING SKILLS.

VFRY mOOFPATELY
11Nw UN-

IMPORTANT IMPORTANT

NFUTRC, Nn0FRATFIY
I4PONTANT

VFRY
IMPORTANT

MANI(
OP

NO cPINIoN

TRUSTEES AND AOmIN: 3:91 .58 24 0.0 4.? R.3 75.0 R.3 4.2

PRINCIPAIS AND vpis 1:R6 .R6 1?6 .8 8,7 13.5 5S.6 19.8 1.6

GUIDANCE couNSFLIOPS 4.25 .7? 62 1.6 1.6 1.6 59.7 33.9 1.6

FRFNCH TFAFHFRS.FLFH 4.46 .91 24 4.2 0.0 4,2 29.2 62.5 0.0

FRENCH TFACHFRS.,SEC. 4.56 .72 45 n.n 2.2 6.7 24.4 66.7 0.0

6 5
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Table II - la - lb

The information presented in Table II - la

demonstrates that the majority of both parents

and students do not feel sufficiently informed

about the French programmes offered by the Board.

This information taken on added meaning when

contrasted with the responses summarized in Table

II lb. In the latter case we find the majority

of a'l five groups reporting that they tend to be

better informed about other subject areas.
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TABLE II - la

DO YOU FEEL SUFF/FIENTLY INFORPF0 ABOUT THE VARIOUS FRENCH PROGRAMMES OFFERED BY
THE LONDON BOARD OF FnuCATION?

MEAN S.% N VERY GENERALLY NEUTRAL GENERALLY vFRY
DEFINITELY Nn YES rEFINITELY

NO YES

BLANK
OR

NO OPINION

PARENTS-FLEH.FRENCH 2.16 1.12 513 21.8 45.6 8.2 20.9 2.5 1.0

PARENTS ..SFE.-FRENCP ?:52 1.15 735 10.0 41.0 9.5 27.1 2.3 1.1

PARENTS-NO FRENCH 2.44 1.12 764 20.0 42.4 11.1 23.0 2.1 1.3

-
STUDENTSEIFHFRENCH 2.69 1.11 724 16.9 27.3 26.8 24.9 ?.8 1.4

STUDPNTS..SFC:..FRFNCH ?.65 1.08 873 11.9 39.1 17.1 28.? 1.7 .1

TABLE II - lb

On YOU FEEL BETTER INFoRmFOAROuT SUBJECT . %AS OTHER THAN FRENCH, FOR EXAMPLE,
srIENrE,

pFAN 50.

FmliTsH,

N

MATH. ITC.?

OEFMYTELY
NO

GENERALLY
NO

NFUTRAL GENERALLY
YES

VERY
OFFINITELY

YFS

BLAPK
rP

Nn OPINION

PARENTS-FLFH.FRENCH 3.27 1.17 513 5.7 29.2 9.0 43.9 11.9 .4

PARENTS-sEr...FRENCH 2.89 1.14 735 P.? 19.5 12.7 32.0 6,3 1.5

PARENTS-NO FRENCH 1:28 1.13 764 6.2 25.0 11.k 46.5 9.0 1.6

STUOFNTSElEmi.FRENGH 3.83 1.02 7?4 7.5 9.0 70.0 39.9 78.0 .6

STUDENTS.SFC:' FRENCH 1.44 2 ^7 873 2.9 ?0.5 22.2 38.3 15.9 .2

69
70
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Table II lc

The data presented in the left part of Table II - lc

corraborates the findings of the preceeding two questions.

While the majority of parents do know there is an elementary

level London French school, many think that there is also a

French school at the secondary level. This is not the case.

Again, almost 50% of the parents think there is a late French

immersion programme which, in truth, is not offered. Over

25% of the parents are not aware that Oral French is optional

in grade 8.

Reference to the right columns of this table shows that

about 25% of the parents would like to see the London French

school continued at the elementary level a? offered at the

secondary level. Also almost 50% of the parents endorse early

French Immersion and compulsory French instruction beginning

in grade 1. There definitely is a trend shown that French

should begin early in elementary school and be compulsory at

that level.
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TABLE II - lc

For the following 13 items you are requested to:

(a) check () on the line on the left those programmes which you

know are offered by the London Board of Fducation.

(b) check (s/f) on the line on the right those programmes which you

would like to see offered or continued by the London Board of Education.

Elementary
French
Parents

Secondary
French
Parents

Non-French
Parents

57.3% 57.6% 49.5% 1.

29.2 23.7 25.8 2.

3.

11.9 11.3 10.6

4.
45.0 37.3 37.8

5.

4.9 4.6 4.7

6.

5.5 5.2 5.8

52.8 52.5 41.5 7.

13.8 13.5 14.7 8.

34.5 37.0 31.0 9.

27.1 24.6 24.2 10.

48.0 61.4 51.2 11.

7.4 4.8 6.7 12.

13.

7.6 8.6 6.0

72

Currently
Offered

London French School - Elementary Level

London French School - Secondary Level

Early French Immersion i.e., beginning in
Grade 1

Late French Immersion i.e., beginning in
Grade 7 or 8

Compulsory Oral French i.e., beginning in
Grade 1

Optional Oral French i.e., beginning in
Grade 1

Compulsory Grade Seven Oral French

Optional Grade Seven Oral French

Compulsory Grade Eight Oral French

Op.*:ional Grade Eight Oral French

Optional Secondary School French

Compulsory Secondary School French

Subjects other than French taught via
French language

drLike to See Offered
or Continued to be Elementary

Offered French
Parents

Secondary
French
Parents

Non-French
Parents

28.1% 26.4% 25.7%

28.6 28.2 23.8

47.2 49./ 40.1

18.9 17.8 17.7

42.3 46.7 37.4

27.4 25.0 22.2

31.6 34.8 26.3

20.7 16.6 21.6

34.7 35.0 26.4

19.7 17.4 20.0

29.4 30.9 29.7

29.6 29.5 20.7

20.1 18.9 19.5
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Table II - ld

French was considered the least important of the six

subjects represented by nine of the 15 groups. Guidance

counsellors felt Geography was slightly less important than

French at both the elementary and secondary levels and

Trustees and Administration felt that Geography was slightly

less important at the secondary level. Elementary French

Teachers felt Social Studies was less important than French

and Secondary students felt both History and Geography were

less important than French.

Generally French was considered by all groups to be not

too difficult in comparison with the other subject areas.

French was found to be less interesting than any subject

other than Language Arts by elementary students and less

interesting than any subject other than Mathematics by

secondary students.
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TABLE II - ld

MEAN RATINGS OF DIFFICULTY, IMPORTANCE, AND INTEREST* OF SIX SUBJECT AREAS

LANG. ARTS SOC. STUDIES

MA'LmMATICS OR ENGLISH FRENCH OR HISTORY GEOGRAPHY SCIENCE

DIFF

TRUSTEES AND ADMIN.1 2.64

PRINCIPALS AND VP'S1 2.48

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS1 2.44

TRUSTEES AND ADMIN.2 2.09

PRINCIPALS AND VP'S2 2.15

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS2 2.07

NON-FR. TEACHERS-ELEM 2.56

NON-FR. TEACHERS-SEC. 2.26

FRENCH TEACHERS -ELEM. 2.63

FRENCH TEACHERS-SEC. 2.05

PARENTS-ELEM-FRENCH

PARENTS-SEC.-FRENCH

PARENTS-NO FRENCH

STUDENTS-ELEM-FRENCH 3.23

STUDENTS-SEC.-FRENCH 3.06

'Refers to elementary level

2Refers to secondary level

7`'

IMP INT DIFF IMP INT DIFF IMP INT DIFF IMP INT DIFF IMP INT DIFF IMP INT

1.17 2.67 1.04 2.23 2.50 3.27 2.08 3.18 2.13 2.91 1.79

1.17 2.50 1.05 2.60 2.79 3.05 1.93 2.90 2.06 2.85 1.96

1.21 2.74 1.02 2.88 2.17 3.30 1.98 3.18 2.21 2.86 1.91

1.44 2.44 1.00 2.30 2.42 2.83 2.21 3.00 2.50 2.48 1.79

1.56 2.27 1.08 2.25 2.53 2.74 2.25 2.81 2.24 2.46 2.05

1.33 2.44 1.07 2.27 2.23 2.96 2.07 3.05 2.27 2.44 1.80

1.21 2.65 1.05 2.69 3.02 3.11 2.03 2.82 2.29 2.83 2.09

1.46 2.76 1.16 2.62 2.36 3.27 2.06 3.29 2.17 2.36 1.83

1.57 2.96 1.30 3.17 1.96 3.38 2.04 3.04 1.96 2.54 1.91

1.81 2.79 1.24 2.26 1.79 3.09 2.12 3.09 2.19 2.12 1.95

1.15 1.14 2.54 1.75 1.88 1.68

1.29 1.17 2.32 1.85 1.99 1.79

1.25 1.21 2.86 1.84 1.97 1.74

1.52 2.74 3.46 1.71 2.80 2.93 2.48 2.78 1.26 2.28 2.58 3.22 2.15 2.43 3.28 2.17 2.18

1.68 2.86 3.26 1.54 2.48 2.81 2.11 2.58 3.30 2.58 2.51 3.26 2.46 2.56 2.82 1.92 2.09

*NOTE: 1=Very Difficult, 5=Very Easy

1=Very important, 5=Very Unimportant
1=Very Interestiig, 5= Very Boring
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Table II - 2 a-d

The majority of all 5 groups represented in Table 2a

feel French should not be required for university entrance.

All of these groups feel they generally know the high school

courses required for admittance to a post-secondary school

institution as is shown In Table 2b. However the majority

of parents whose children are studying French at both the

elementary anc secondary level report that their child will

need credit in a second language to continue his education

beyond high school. The students corroborate this opinion
/

as is shown in Table 2d. The vast majority of students at

the secondary level do need the credit to continue their

education. These four tables suggest that while the

majority of students and their parents French should not be

required for university entrance, in many cases it is and for

this reason the students are studying French.
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TABLE II - 2a

DO YOU FEFL FRENCH SHOULD BF REOUIRFD FOR UNIVERSITY ENTRANCE?

MFAN S.O. N VFRY PROBABLY
DEFINITELY NO

NO

NFIITRAL PROHARIY VFRY BLANK
YES DEFINITELY OR

YES NO OPINION

PARENTS%FLFM..FRENCH 2:99 1.11 51 26,7 ?3.0 19.9 19.7 8.4 2.7

RARFNTS...SFC..FRENCH 2:77 1,33 735 2.9 ?2.3 19.6 23.8 10.6 .8

RARENTSNO FRENCH 2:20 1.24 764 39.1 24.5 15.a 1461 5.0 1.8

STUDENTSwELEWFRFNCH 2:c.:1 1.39 724 23.1 16.4 19.6 25.6 14.2 1.1

STUDENTS.SFC:"FRFNCH 2:79 1.28 B73 20.7 21.8 24.4 22.7 10.0 .5

TABLE II - 2b

APE YOU AWARE OF THE RFOU/RFD HIGH SCHOOL COURSES FOR AOmITTANCF TO POST
SFCONOARY SCHOOL INST.TUTTONS (FOR FXAMPIF, UNIVERSITY, COuHUNITY COLLEGE. FTC.)?

mFAN S.O. N /FRY
oFFTNTTEir

NO

GENER4LtV
NO

NFUTRAL GENFRALLY
YES

VFRY
OFFINITELY

YFS

BLANK
OR

NO OPINION
PARENTS.FLFM..FRENCH 3.27 1.26 513 10.1 29.1 4.4 46,0 12.9 1.0
RARENTS...SEC..FRENCH 3.51 1.13 735 6.1 19.0 9.2 55.5 13.2 1.0

PARENTS -NO FRENLN 3.31 1.19 764 8.0 24.0 6.9 48.7 11.1 1.3

STUDFNTSFIFM'FRENCH 3.21 1.27 724 11.9 18.6 1941 32,3 19.9 2.6
JUDFNTS.SFC:FRFNCH 3:65 1.13 873 4.6 17.5 6.9 49.5 21.2 .3

78
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TABLE II - 2c
+.

IF YOUR CHILD'S CURRENT EDUCATIONAL PLANS INVOLVE CONTINUING HIS/HER

EDUCATION BEYOND HIGH SCHOOL, IS CREDIT IN A SECOND LANGUAGE AMONG THESE REQUIREMENTS?
xr"

MEAN S.D. N YES

PARENTS-ELEM-FRENCH 1.89 .94 513 33.7

. PARENTS-SEC.-FRENCH 1.85 .88 735 36.6

PARENTS-NO FRENCH 2.31 .90 764 15.8

NOT SURE

36.3

27.2

29.7

TABLE II 2d

NO

NOT
APPLICABLE

BLANK
OR

NO OPINION

23.2 4.5 2.3

29.9 2.7 3.5

44.1 6.4 3.9

IF YOUR CURRENT EDUCATIONAL PLANS INVOLVE YOUR EDUCATION BEYOND HIGH SCHOOL

IS CREDIT IN A SECOND LANGUAGE AMONG THESE REQUIEMENTS?

VERY VERY BLANK

MEAN S.D. N DEFINITELY GENERALLY NEUTRAL GENERALLY DEFINITELY OR

NO NO YES YES NO OPINION

STUDENTS - ELEM - FRENCH 3.46 1.13 724 6.4 10.1 32.9 26.7 19.9 4.1

STUDENTS-SEC.-FRENCH 3.50 1.28 873 7.9 17.3 15.8 29.8 25.4 3.8
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Table II - 3a - 3b

Parents of students studying French at both the elementary

and secondary levels are generally satisfied with their child's

French programme. In comparison, the parents questionned were

generally less satisfied with their own French courses when

they were in school. This may represent an actual improvement

in the manner in which French is being taught or it may reflect

a lack of knowledge on the part of parents with respect to

what their children are receiving in the way of French instruc-

tion (see Table II - lc) or how their children feel about

French as a subject. It was noted in Table II - ld that

students rated French as only slightly interesting and some-

what important.



TABLE II 3a

Hnw SATTSg/FD ARE YOU tiITN YOI'R CHILD'S CIIRRENT FREmCH FPncRAmPE?

mFAN S.n. N NOT AT AU.
SATISFIED

PARENTS-FLgm.FRENCH 1:29 1.ill 513 9.6

PARENTS - SEC. - FRENCH 3.59 1.12 735 4.6

som1WHAT

DIS-
SATISFIED

14.6

la.6

TABLE II - 3b

NEUTPAL SC",E.HAT
SATISFIED

210 34.9

IA.0 39.7

vERY
SATISFIED

8LANK
OR

NO CFIN/0N

11.3 4.5

20.6 2.6

IF YOU STurTEn FPFNCH I,,, SCHf'01.# N0W SATISFIED MERE Tnli AITH T,,F CrAl''SFS?

mFAm S.0. 1 NOT AT ALL sC,Jr.,4AT Kr,IfPAt Sc."FH.T yFRY HLANKSATIsFTEn DIS- SATISFIED SATISFIED ORSAT/SFIFD
Ni , CPIN.ION

PARENTS -FLF"-FRENCH 2.75 1.36 513 20.3 14.6 13.3 ?0.7 7.6 21.6
PARENTS-SEC.-FRENCH 7.90 1.33 735 lg.() 15.4 0.6 23.0 A.4 ?3.7
PARENTS040 FRENCH 2.7U 1.29 764 19.1 13.2 19.0 19.5 5.9 23.3



Table II - 4
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None of the groups represented in Table

II - 4 felt too much time each week is spent on

French. The majority of nine of the 13 groups

felt that sufficient time is being spent presently

at the Seconddry Level. However at the elementary

level Trustees and Administration, Guidance

Counsellors, Elementary French Teachers and

Parents of Elementary students felt that more

time per week should be spent on French in school.
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TABLE II - 4

D6 YOU FEEL ENOCGH TIME EACH wEFK IS SPENT Oh PREACH IN SCH001?

" FAN s.n. N r, 'rNTTEty pRnRARLy
Tnn 710
MUCH mUCH

StIFFTCTH ppoRARLy
Trio

LITTLE

nEFTNITELY
TOO
LITTLE

BLANK
CR

NO CP/N/ON

TRUSTEES AN0 ADmIN: 3.73 .R1 24 0,0 4.2 33.1 37.5 16.7 8.3

PRINcTRAIS AND YPISI 1:46 .R9 126 1,6 7.1 44,4 26.? 11.5 7.1

GUIDANCE CnUNSFILDPS1 3:84 .Q2 62 1.6 3.2 22.6 13,9 21.0 17.7

TRUSTEES AND AnmIN,2 3:22 .93 24 0,0 0.0 62.5 8.3 4.2 25.0

PRTNCTPAI S AmD VP'S2 /:29 .54 126 00 1.6 u4.11 13.5 1.6 38.9

nuroANcE CoVmSELLJRS2 3.36 .67 62 0.0 1.6 51.6 16.1 6.5 24.2

FRENCH TFArHFPS-JLFH 4.33 .85 74 0,0 0.0 25.0 1b.7 58.3 0.0

FP:NCH TrArHFPS-SEC, 3:c1 .73 45 0.0 0.0 48,9 28.9 11.3 8,9

PAPENTS-FLE,»FREkCP 3.50 .01 513 1.5 3.5 37.8 31.8 11.3 12,1

PARENTS - SEC. - FRENCH 3.36 .73 735 1.2 2.2 53.9 21.5 6.9 14.3

PARENTS-NO FRENCH 3.37 10! 764 1,9 6.0 28,R 21,5 9.? 30.6

STUrENTS-ElEm-FRENCH 3.19 .98 724 7.6 6.8 540 20.3 10.2 .7

STUDENTS-SFC:-FRENCH 3:2? .71 873 7.5 3.3 69.0 18.8 5.6 .8

1Refers to elementary program

2Refers to secondary program
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Table II - 5 a-b

Generally all groups responding to these two

questions feel that more curricular emphasis should

be on speaking and listening skills rather than on

grammatical and reading skills. This reinforces

the earlier suggestion in Section I that a move

towards greater communicative competence may be

appropriate in the view of parents and students

as well as in the minds of teachers and administrators

of programmes.



TABLE II - 5a

Do YOU FEEL THE FRENCH PROGRAmE IN LONDON SHOULI. PUT HORF EMPHASIS ON SPEAKING
AND LISTENING SKILLS?

MFAN S.n. N VERY GENERALLY
DEFINITE t NO

NO

PARENTS.ELFm.;'nENCm 3:80 .99 513

PARENTS-sEi*.-FRENCH 14.- 02 .9? 735

PARENTS-NO EgENcH 1:82 1.01 76u

STUDENTS -ELF'.-FRENrH 1:146 .68 7Pu

STUDENTS -sFc:-FRENCH 14.02 .88 873

3.3

1.9

3.0

3.6

NFuT-AL GENERALIY
YES

VFRY
rEFINITELy

YES

BLANK
CR

NO CPINION

14.7 11.6 40.9 23.0 114.0

14.9 12.2 40.8 27.9 12.7

14.5 1',.1 34.0 20.9 20.3

10.8 314.1 36.0 13.8 1.7

14.6 18.8 43.3 32.2 .3

TABLE II 5b

On YOU FEFt THE FRENCH PR0GRAmE IN LONDON SHOUL PUT YDRE FIAPHASIS ON
GRA4MATTChl AND READING SKILLS?

mFAN 5.n N VFRY GENERALLY
DEFINITELY No

NO

PARENTS.FLEm.FRENCH 3:29 1.15 513 6.0 15.8

PARENTS-SFr...FRENCH 3:21 1.13 735 u.a 21.1

PARENTS-NO FRENCH 3.0i 1.11 76u 7.5 17.5

STUDENTSELE mwERFNcH 3:07 .48 72u 6.4 18.6

STUDENTS.SFc:-FRENCH 2:91 1.01 873 7.9 27.1

8 "

NEUTRAL

2104

21.0

2g.P

41.2

3u.,)

GENERALLY
YES

?7.7

?5.7

21.5

25.6

24.4

N,FRY BLANK
rf.Fp,'TELy OR

YE1 NO CPINION

12.; 16.8

11.0 16.5

6.5 22.8

6.5 1.8

14.6 1.0



Table II - 6a - 6c

Parents of students taking French feel French should be

compulsory in elementary school. Non-French parents are

equally for and against compulsory elementary French.

Elementary French students favour optionality at their level

while Secondary French students overwhelmingly endorse

compulsory French at the elementary level.

All five groups feel French should be optional at the

secondary level. With the exception of the Trustees and

Administration all groups summarized in Table 6c feel French

instruction should begin in kindergarten or grade 1.

I r us lees an aumluiSwat.lun i.eilueu to l avou r rreuun utylmilny

in grade 6 or 7.

91
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TABLE II - 6a

DO YOU FEFL FRENCH SHOULD BE OPTIONAL OR r0HPULSORY
(1) IN GRAnF 7 ANn A?

mFAN S.n. N OPTIONAL IJNOECIOFO COMPULSORY mLANx OR
NO OPINION

BARENTS-FLFm-FRENcH 2.1A .96 513 37.2 5.1 94.4 3.3

pARENTS.SEr...FRENcH 2:40 ,A9 735 27.2 5.2 66.1 1.5

PARENTS -NO FRENCH 2.00 .97 764 45.3 6.5 45,9 2.0

STUDENTS-E1FH.FRFNcH 1:119 .AA 724 44.1 20.7 33.3 1.9

STUDENTS - SEC, - FRENCH 2:55 .78 673 17.1 9.2 700 3.8

TABLE II 6b

00 You FEF1 FRENCH SHOULD BE OPTIONAL OR COMPULSORY
(2) IN sFro.JOARy SCHOOL?

mFAN s,n, N OPTIONAL uNDECTOFO COMPULSORY BLANK OR
No OPIP,ToN

RARENTS-FLFm.FRENCH 1:79 ,05 513 59.4 5.5 35.1 4.1

pA9FNTS..SFc..FRENCH 1.11A .95 735 51.7 7.6 3A.0 2.7

BARENTS -N0 FRENCH 1.97 ,A5 764 64.5 8.0 PI.? 4.3

STUDENTS-EiFm-FRFNcH i.ui .60 724 62.4 16.6
qF; 11.2

STUDENTS.SFC:-FRENCH 1.44 .74 873 70.1 14.5 14.A .6

n --,.),..,



AT ,WHAT GRACE LEVL . DO YOU FEEL IT IS BEST FOR A CHILD TO BEGIN STUDYING FRENCH IN SCHOOL?

TRUSTEES AND, ADMIN.

PRINCIPALS AND VP'S

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS

FRENCH TEACHERS-ELEM

FRENCH TEACHERS-SEC.

PARENTS-ELEM-FRENCH

PARENTS-SEC.-FRENCH

PARENTS-NO FRENCH

STUDENTS-ELEM-FRENCH

STUDENTS-SEC. cRENCH

93

KDGN. i 1 \\2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9-13

20.8% 4.2% \ 4.2% 25.0% 12.5% 8.3%

31.7 15.9 4.0 9.5 4.8 4.0 4.0 5.6 4.0

40.3 14.5 6.5 8.1 11.3 3.2 3.2 1.6 1.6

25.0 25.0 8.3 16.7 4.2 4.2

33.3 22.2 2.2 6.7 2.2 6.7 4.4 4.4 6.7

33.7 24.0 2.1 5.1 5.8 5.3 2.3 4.7 0.2 4.1

32.1 26.4 4.1 7.6 4.9 5.0 2.6 3.9

28.3 19.9 4.3 4.8 4.6 5.4 2.6 4.8 1.0 3.1

30.2 17.2 5. 9.2 10.5 11.9 5.5 4.6 0.2 1.9

18.9 12.7 5.0 7.6 13.1 15.1 12.6 6.8 1.5 3.0

BLANK OR
NO OPINION

2.11%

16.6

8.1

16.7

11.1

11.9

10.3

21.2

3.7

3.3

94
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Table II 7 a-d

Both Elementary and Secondary French teachers are

satisfied with, the emphasis on oral/aural skills at the

elementary level. However, Secondary French teachers

and over one third of the Elementary teachers are not

satisfied with the reading/writing skills developed at

the elementary level.

Both Elementary alid Secondary French teachers are

generally satisfied with both aspects of the French

prograwile at the secondary level.

111111.VININISIMMIMMS.IhmalOWAitirasakircorwLa.......



TABLE II 7a

ON THE RAS/S4W YOUR ESTIMATES ARE YOu SATISFIED WITH THE CURRICULAR EMPHASIS ON
(1) ORAL/AURAL SKILLS AT THE FLEHEWTARY LFVEL?

MEAN S.O. N VFRY GENERALLY
OEFINITEL, NO

NO

FRENC4 TEACEYRS,ELEU 3.50 1.12 24

FRENCH TEAFHERS-SEC. 3.29 tog 45

NEUTRAL GENERALLY
YES

8.3 16.7 0.0 66.7

R.9

VERY BLANK
PEE/NITELY OR

YES No OPINION

8.3 0.0

24.4 4.4 53.3 8,9 0.0

TABLE II 7b

ON THE 8AsIS OF YoOR FSTImATES ARE YOU SAT/SE/Fn WITH THE CURRICULAR EMPHASIS ON
(2) REAO/NG/HRITING SKILLS AT THE FLEmENTARY LEVEL?

MFAN so. GENERALLYN VFRY GFNFRALLY NEUTRAL vERY
Nn YES

(31(7
DEFINITELY

NO
DEFINITELY

NO OPINION

FRENCH TEAF"HPRS-ELEm 3:17 1.11 24 4.2 37.5 0.0 54.2 4.2 0.0

'FRENCH TFArHFRS-SEC. 2:49 1.17 45 20.0 44.4 4.4 28.9 2.2 0.0

eD

TABLE II 7c

ON THE PASTS OF YOUR ESTIMATES ARE YOU SATISFIED WITH THE CuRRICOLAR EMPHASIS ON
(3) ORAI/AHRAL SKILLS AT THE SECONnARv LEVEL?

UFAN S.D. N VERY
DEFINITELY

NO

FRENCH TEAFHERS-ELEP 3:29 .98 24 8.3

FRENCH T ACHFRSSEC. 3:64 .98 45 4.4

GENERALLY
NO

I,'FuTRAL GENERALIY
YES

8.3 20.8 SO.0

13,3 8.9 64,4

VERY
rFEINITFLY

YES

0.0

8.9

TABLE II - 7d

ON THE RAS'S OF YOUR ESTIMATES ARE YOU SATISFIED WITH THE CURRICULAR EMPHASTS ON
(4) REAOING/HRITING SKILLS AT THE SECONDARY LEVEL?

BLANK
OR

No OPINION

12.5

0.0

MEAN S.D. N VERY GENERALLY NEUTRAL GENERALLY VERY BLANK
DEFINITELY NO YES DEFINITELY OR

NO YES NO OPINION

FRENCH TEAFHERS..ELEm 3:6? .90 24 4.2 4.2 20.8 50.0 8.3 12.5

FRENCH TEACHERS -SEC.

96
3.8? .64 45 0.0 8.9 4.4 82.2 4.4 0.0



-62

Table II 8 a-b

At the elementary level emphasis tends to be

slightly more on French Canadian language and

culture. However at the secondary level emphasis

is definitely on European French language and

culture.

Elementary French teachers would like to see

even more French Canadian emphasis, while Secondary

teachers favour an equal emphasis on the two

cultures.
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TABLE II - 8a

wTTHTN THE PRESENT CURRICULUM O0 you FEEL MORE EmPHASTS IS PLACED ON EUROPEAN
FRENCH LANGuAGE AND CuLTuRE OR ON FRENCH CANADIAN LANGuAGE AND CULTURE?

MEAN S.D.

FRENCH TEACHERSELEm 3.1u 07

FRENCH TEACHERS-SEC. 2.51 .AA

N VFRY MORE Annta MORE %/FR,/ DEEIN BLANK
DEFINITELY EUROPEAN FOUAt FRENCH FRENCH OR

EUROPEAN CANADIAN CANADIAN No OPINION

?4 4.2 20.8 29,2 33.3 4.2 8.3

uS 8.9 48.9 ?4.4 17.8 o.0 0.0

TABLE II 8b

wwFRE on you FEEL THE EMPHASIS SHOut0 BE PLACED?

mFAN S.D. N VERY HOPE AnOuT
OEFINTTELy FuRoPEAN FouAl
EURoPEAN

FRENCH TEACHERS-ELEm 1:70 .91

FRENCH TEACHERSSEC. 3.44 .A3

99

MORE
FRENCH
CANADIAN

VERY OEFIN HLANK
FPFNCH OR

CANADIAN NO OPINION

24 4,2 0.0 33.3 41.7 16.7 4.2

uS 0.0 6.7 53.1 24.4 15.6 0.0

01
CO

100
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1.

Table II 9

At all levels, both parents and students

concur that parents actively encourage their

children with their French studies. However,

as in a previous item parents feel that they

are slightly more supportive than the students

feel they are. Overall the evidence in this

item again supports the interpretation of a

generally favourable atmosphere for students

involved in French studies.

101
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TABLE II - 9

I ACTIVFLY FNCOUKAGE MY CHILD W7TH HIS/HER FRENCH STUDIES:

mFAN S.O. N syRnmlo,
DISAGREF

SLIGHTly
OISAGREE

NFUTRAL SLIGHTLY
AGREE

STRONGLY
AGREE

BLANK
OR

NO OPINION

PARFNTSFLFM.FRENCH 3.71 1.09 513 3,5 5.1 31,2 25.9 27.7 5.7

PARENTSSEC.FRENCH 3.99 1.04 735 3.5 2.2 29.2 27.6 35.4 14.1

STUDFNTS.ELF ^FRFNCH 3.49 1.23 724 5.7 9.7 30.' 23.5 25.5 1.7

STUDFNTSSPC:=FRENCH 3:7? 1.19 873 6.6 7.7 25.4 27.0 32.5 .7

102
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Table II - 10 a-b

All groups, with the exception of Elementary French

students, who presumably have no French homework, feel

as much time should be spent on French homework as on

homework for other subjects.

Both parents and students agree that students rarely

receive help with French homework. Since both parents

and students say that parents are enthusiastic about the

French course, lack of help must be because parents lack

the French skills to be of aid.

104



TABLE II - 10a

DO YOU FEFL A STUnENT SHOULD SPFNn AS MUCH TIME DOING FRENCH HOMEWORK AS HE/SHE
OnES FOR ANY OTHER SUBJECT?

HrAN SO, N VERY GENERALLY
DEFINITELY NO

NO

NEUTRAL GENERALLY
YES

VERY BLANK
nEFINITELY OR

YES NO OPINION

PARENTS.FLEHftERENCH 3. ?? 1.32 513 14.4 20.1 7.4 42.1 14.0 1.9

PARENTS.SEC...FRENCH 3.68 1.12 735 6.0 13.3 7.6 51.6 20.4 1.1

PARENTS.NO FRENCH 3:15 1.31 764 14.9 20.9 9.7 40.2 12.8 104

STUDENTSEIEM.ERFNCH 2:74 1.23 724 17.4 30.0 22.7 20.2 903 .6

STUDENTS.SEC:"FRENCH 3:56 1.19 873 6.1 17.1 14.1 39.2 22.9 .7

TABLE II - 10b

HOW OFTEN nOES YOUR CHILD RECFIVE HFLP WITH HIS/HER FRENCH HOMEWORK AT HOME?

MEAN S.n. N NEVER SFLOOH OCCASION.
AlLY

QUITE
OFTEN

VERY
FRFOANTLY

BLANK
OR

NO OPINION

PARENTSELFMFRENCH 1.94 1.44 513 40.0 25.3 20.5 6.4 1.8 600

.PARENTSwS6...FRENCH 1.96 1.05 715 41.8 2305 72.3 503 2.2 2.9

STUDENTS.ELEMERFNCH 1.83 1,04 724 52.8 18.8 19.5 5.7 1.7 1.7

STUDENTS*SEC:wERENCH 1.60 .93 873 63.9 16.7 15.0 3.0 1.1 .2

105
106
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Table II - lla - b

Parents feel that French students generally

du not have adequate opportunities to practice

speaking French i,.. class while students feel their

opportunities in class are adequate:

Both parent:: :,^ri students feel there are no

opportunities to speak French outside the class-

room.
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TABLE II - lla

no YOU FEEL CHILDREN HAvF AnEnUATE
sREAKINn SKILLS IN CLASS?

MEAN 9.0. N VFRY
DEFINITELY

NO

OPPORTUNITIES

GENERALLY
Nn

TO PRACTISE

NEuTRAL

THEIR FRENCH

GENERALLY
YES

VERY
OFFINITELY

YES

BLANK
OR

NO OPINION

PARENTSFLEm.FRENCH 2:115 1.07 513 111.4 37,0 11,9 17.3 t.s 17.5

PARENTS-SFc,-FRENCH 2.611 1,10 719 11.4 32.1 13.6 21.2 2.4 IR.?

PARENTSNO ERENcH 2.117 1.42 764 11.5 31.9 15.11 13,4 1.4 ?6.3

STUDENTSELEm-FRENCH 3:07 1.11 724 8.7 24,4 24.7 33.6 7.7 .8

STUOENTSSEC:ERENCH 3:14 1.20 873 10.5 26.5 14.7 38.7 9.2 .5

TABLE II - llb

DOES YOUR CHILD HAVE ANY nRR0RTuNITIES TO SPEAK FRENCH nUTSIDF THE CLASSROOM?

mFAN S,n N NOT ANY VERY PFW SOME MUTE
A FF4

VERY MANY 81 ANK
OR

Nn OPINION

PARENTS-FLEm-FRENCH 1.- 67 .44 513 57.4 29.0 1(1.5 1.2 1.4 5.5

PARENTS.SEC,..FRENCH 1.- 71 .R2 735 46.4 35.8 12.R 1.4 1.0 3.1

STUDENTS.-ElEmFRENCH 2.n6 1.49 724 37.7* 32.6 18.4 5.8 4.3 .7

STUDENTSmSEC:.FRENCH 1.94 ,93 873 38.6 39.2 16.1 3.4 1.9 .6

108
109
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Table II - 12

All groups except Principals and Vice-

principals feel that there should be more oppor-

tunities for students to travel to areas where

people speak French. This opinion is most strongly

endorsed by students and teachers of French and

apparently reflects both the lack of opportunities

for students to use their French skills and a

desire for greater cultural understanding demon-

strated in previous questions.



TABLE II - 12

DO YOU FEFI THE SCHOOL BOARD SHOULD PROVIDE CHILDREN wITH HORE OPPORTUNITIES
Tn TRAVEL TO LOCATIONS WHERE THE MAJORITY OF THE PEOPLE SPEAK FRENCH?

MEAN S,n, N VFRY
DEFINITELY

NO

GENERALLY
NO

NFORAL GENERALLY
YES

VFRY
nEFINITELY

YFS

BLANK
OR

NO ("PINION

TRUSTEFs AND AnmTN: 3.1; .85 ?is 00 ?q.2 250 41.7 0.0 4.2

PR/NrIPA1S AND VPI9 2.. q8 1.04 176 4.8 35.7 20,6 33.3 4.8 .8

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS 3:34 1.21 62 6.5 25.8 q.7 40.3 16.1 1.6

FRFNfH IFArHFRS-FLEm 3.q? 1,04 24 0.0 16.7 8,3 41.7 33.3 0.0

FRENCH TEArHFRS-SFC, 4.0q 1.06 45 2.? a.q 11.1 31,1 1111.4 2.2

PARENTS-F,Fm.FRENCH 3.06 1.22 5t3 12.5 20.3 270 25.1 12.q 1.4

PARENTS -SFr.- FRENCH 3.. 34 1.22 735 8,7 18.8 18,9 34.4 17.8 1.4

PARENTS-NO FRENCH 3.. 08 1.71 764 12.3 19,2 27.4 26.3 12.4 2.4

STUDENTSFLEm-FRENCH 3.81 1.11 724 4,6 7,5 21.8 33.1 32.0 1.0

STUDENTS.SFC:-FRENcH 4.09 .q5 873 1.6 4.1 18.9 33.8 41.0 .6
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Table II - 13

All groups surveyed on this item are

enthusiastic about the idea of exchange programmes

between French and English speaking students.

Presumably this would again serve the dual

functions of increasing cultural understanding

and providing more chance to practice second

language skills.
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TABLE II - 13

OD YOU FEEL THERE SHOULD RE MORE EXCHANGE PROGRAMMES RETWFFM LONDON FRENCH
STUDENTS AND FRENCH SPEAKING STUDENTS FROM QUEBEC?

MEAN

-

S.D. N VERY
DEFINITELY

NO

GENERALIY
NO

NEUTRAL GENERALIY
YES

vFRY
DEFINITELY

YES

BLANK
OP.

Nn OPINION

iRUSTFFS AND ADmIN: 3.70 .62 24 0.0 0.2 25,0 62.5 4.2 0.2
_

PRTNCIPA1S AND VPIS 3.30 05 126 1.6 19,8 24.6 440 8.7 .8

GUIDANCE COuNSFILORS 3:72 .94 62 1.2 8.1 17.7 53.2 16.1 1.6

FRENCH TEACHERSFLEm 4:31 .75 24 00 4.2 a.? 05.8 45.8 0.0

FRENCH TFACHERS-SEr. 4.29 .08 05 0.0 80 11.1 22.2 57.8 0.0

114
115
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Table II - 14 - a-e

All groups with the exception of Trustees and Administra-

tion and Elementary and Secondary French students tend to feel

that French should be taught to all students in grades 1 to 3.

All groups except Trustees and AdrThistration endorse French

instruction for all students in grades 4 to 6.

Trustees and Administration and parehts of students who

don't take French feel no more time should be given to teaching

French in grades 7 and 8. All other groups feel the present

program should be expanded.

Opinion is divided on whether more French credits should be

required in secondary school. Trustees and Administration,

Principals and Vice-principals and Guidance Counsellors strongly

feel enough credits are required. Parents of elementary French

students and elementary French students are undecided. French

teachers at both levels, parents of students not taking French

and secondary French students feel that more credits should be

required.

Generally Tables 14 a-d demonstrate that except for the

Trustees and Administration who support the status quo, most

groups feel French instruction should be expanded to the lowci.

grades.

All groups except parents of students not taking French

and secondary French students agree that every student should

have the opportunity to enroll in a French immersion school.



TABLE II - 14a

TRUSTEES AND AnHIN,

PRINrIPAIS AND VPIS

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS

FRENCH TFArNFRSFLFm

FRENCH TFArHFRSSEC,

RARENTSFum-FRENCH

PARENTSSEr,-FRENCH

PARENTS-NO FRENCH

STUDENTS.Elp,FRENCM

STUDENTS.SFc:-FRENCH

TNTROoUhNgOR ExPAN0iNn PROGRAMS HAY BF COSTLY AND TAKE TimE AND RESOURCFS FROM
OTHFR SuRJECT AREAS. CONSIDERING THTS, 00 YOU FEEL FRENCH SHOULD RE TAUGHT TO
ALL STUDENTS IN GRADES 1 TO 3?

HFAN s,n, N VERY GENERALLY NEUTRAL GENERALLY
OEF/NTTELY NO YES

yFS

_

NO

DEFV/ENRRI:T:LY

1.95 1.33 2 45.8 25.0 0,0 8.3

2:82 1.41 126 26.? 19.8 7,9 34.1 10.3

3:46 1.112 62 11.3 21.0 4.8 29.0

3:21 1.44 24 12.5 29.2 12.5 16.7

29.0

3.15 1.45 4S 15.6 24.4 8,9 24.4

29.2

24.4

3:34 1.43 513 16.4 14.2 10.1 31.6 24.4

3:48 1.37 735 1?.8 '4., 9.7 33.9 ?6.5

3.3? 1.35 764 14,9 12.8 13.? 34.9 I

2.72 1.43 724 26,R 22.5 17,0 16.7

-
280 1,19 873 16.5 24.7 27,8 :::

.
22.2

BLANK

NO OPINION

12.5

1.6

4.8

0.0

2.2

3.3

2.7

5.0

1.2

.7



TABLE II - 14b

INTRonur/NG OR EXPANDING PROGRAMS MAY RE COSTLY AND TAKE TIME AND RESOURCES FROM
OTHER SIMJECT AREAS. CONSTOERING THIS. 40 YOU FEEL .. FRFNCH SHOAL.) RE TAUGHT TO
ALL

MFAN

STUDENTS

S.D.

IN GRADES 4 TO 6?

N VFW/
DEFINITELY

NO

GENERALLY
NO

NEUTRAL GENERALLY
YES

VERY
OEF/NITELY

YFS

BLANK
OR

NO OPINION

TRUSTEES AND ADMIN. 2.98 1.30 24 25.0 29.? 4.? ?5.0 4.2 12.5

pRTNCIRm S AND vpfs 2.46 1.37 126 22.2 19.0 7.9 10.7 9.5 1.6

GUIDANCE couNSELLORS 3.92 1.14 62 8.1 4.5 4.8 48.4 30.6 3.2

FRFNCH TFArHFRSELFM 4.50 .5P ?4 0.0 0.0 4.? 41.7 54.2 0.0

FRENCH TFACHFRSSEC. 3.89 1.23 45 6.7 11.1 8.9 33.3 40.0 0.0

PARENTSFLERERENCN 3.65 1.26 513 10.9 7.4 11.9 41.1 25.3 3.7

PARENTS.SEC...FRENC4 3.81 1.19 735 T.2 9.0 q,1 39.7 31.0 3.1

PARENTS -NO FRENCH 3.27 1.25 764 11.0 15.7 21.6 30.4 16.6 4.7
_

STOOFN7S-E1EmFRFNOH 3.56 1.22 724 8.3 11.6 20.6 33.3 25.0 1.2

STUDENTSSFC:FRENCH 3:27 1.41 873 13.9 21.3 14.2 24.3 26.0 .3

1"4,u

1.19



TABLE II - 14c

!NTRODUrING OR EXPANDING PROGRAMS MAY RE COSTLY AND TAKE TIME AND ROuRCFS FRom
OTHER SUBJECT AREAS, CONSTDERINn THIS. nO YOU FFEL MOPE TIME SNnULD HE GIVEN
TO TEACHING FRENCH IN GRADES 7 AND

MEAN S.O. N VERY
DEFINITELY

NO

8?

GENERALLY
No

NEUTRAL GENERALLY
YES

%/FRY

bEFINITELy
rFS

BLANK
OR

NO CPINION

TRUSTEFS AND ADmIN: 2.9S 1.?5 ?4 4.? 45.8 no* 25.0 12.5 12.5

PRINCIPALS AND VP'S 2:53 1.76 126 22.2 38.9 8.7 22.2 7.1 .8

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS 3:48 1.18 62 8.1 11.3 25.8 32.3 21.0 1.6

FRENCH TEArHERS-FLFH 4125 1.13 24 no 16.7 4.2 16.7 62.5 0.0

FRENCH TFAcHFRSSEC. 4:5A .77 45 0.0 4.4 4,4 20.0 71.1 0.0

PARENTS-FLEN.F0ENCH 3:40 1.21 513 7.6 16.0 21.6 31.2 19.3 4.3

PARENTS-SEe.FRENcH 3:61 1.16 735 4.8 14.8 16.9 35.8 p4.6 3.t

PARENTS-NO FRENCH 2:7S 1.t3 764 11,9 26,4 30.9 16.4 7.2 5.2

STUDENTS.ElgmmFRENCH 3:49 1,24 724 8.6 13.4 22.9 29.0 25.1 1.0

S7UDENTS.SFC:' FREW'S 1:9S 1.06 873 1.9 7.8 11.9 92.2 31.9 .3
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TABLE II - 14d

INTPOnuCING OR ExPANDINn PRNIRAms PAY BF COSTLY Avn TAKE TIvE AND PFSMACES FPO>,
OTHER SuBJECT AREAS. CONSIDER/Nn THIS. nn YOU FEEL - POPE CREDITS sHnuLD RE
pFou/PEn TN FRENCH AT THE SFcnNnARy ScHnni LEVEL?

MEAN S.O. q VFPy
DEFINITELY

40

GENERALLY
No

NEWTAAL GENERALLY
YES

vERT
rEFTNITFLY

YES

Pt ANsc

OR
6n rP1N/04

TRUSTEES Amp AnH TN: ?:32 t.02 24 12.9 58.3 40 12.5 4.2 8.3

PRINCIPALS AND VP'S 2:42 .41 126 14.1 37.3 27,8 12.7 0.0 7.9

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS 2.52 1.10 62 17.7 35.S 25.8 14.5 4.8 1.6

FRENCH TFAi'HFP5-FLFH 3.50 .s4 24 n.n 8.3 4t.7 29.2 12.5 8.3

FRENCH TFArHERsSEC. 3.23 1.11 45 2.2 26.7 33.3 17.A 17.8 2.2

PAPENTS.cLFH.FPENcH 2.97 1.11 513 10.1 21.2 32.7 P2.8 7.8 5.3

PARENTSSFr.FRENCH 2.91 1.10 735 8.3 24.7 31.7 18.5 9.4 2.4

PARENTS-NO FRENCH 3:28 1.11 764 84:2 12.7 30.6 32.1 12.0 4.3

STUDENTSrELEH-FRENCH 2...48 .99 724 8.1 17.8 45.4 19,9 6.2 2.5

STUDENTS -SEC.- FRENCH 4.08 .99 873 2.4 5.2 14.8 36.7 40.8 .2

123 1 94
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TABLE II - 14e

INTRnouEING OR Ex4ANo/No RROGRA4S MAY BE COSTLY AND TAKE TIME AND RESOURCES FROM

nTHEQ SOR.IFFT AREAS. CoNSTOFRING THIS. nO YOU FEEL EVERY STUDENT SHOULD hAvF

THE (4140RfuNITY TO ENRolL IN A FRENCH IHHERS'ON SCHOOL?

HEAN S.n. N vERv GFNERALL* NEUTRAL GFNFRALLY VERY

DEFINITELY NO YES nEFTNITELY

NO
YES

GLANg
OR

NO CPINION

TRUSTEES AND ADMIN.
-,.

3.36 1.?1 PO 0.3 16.7 16.7 33.3 16.7 8.3

RRINCIRAiS AND %/PIS 2:98 1.75 126 15.1 20.6 15.1 34.9 8.7 1.6

GUIDANCE cnONSELLORS 3.54 1.18 62 8.1 11.3 19.0 38.7 21.0 1.6

FRENCH TFArNERS-ELFH 1,_ 75 07 P4 00 12.5 25.0 37.5 25.0 0.0

FRFNr.H TEArHERS-SEC. 3:9R 1.05 45 ?.2 8.9 11.3 35.6 35.6 4,4

RARENTS-FLEu-FRENCH 3:27 1.13 513 8.4 13.6 29.0 31.4 12.5 4.3

_

RARENTSsEr.FRENcH 3.20 1.14 735 7.4 16.3 25.4 33.5 13.5 3.0

PARENTS -NO FRENCH 2.07 1.10 760 37.7 31.0 16,2 10.7 2.4 2.0

_

STUDENTS -ElEm-FRENCH 3.0? 1.02 724 0,7 9.0 00.5 28.5 15.6 1.8

.

STUDENTS -sFc:-FRENCH 2.77 1.02 873 10.0 30.7 35.5 18,1 5.0 .7

125
ff Z6

.4
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SCHOOL AND

CLASSROOM CLIMATE
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Table III - 1 a-c

At the elementary level both students and teachers of French

and Guidance Counsellors view the optimal French class size as

15-20 students. However, at this level Trustees and Administration

feel the optimal French class size is 25-30 students, while

Principals and Vice-principals think 20-25 students is optimal.

At the secondary level again both students and teachers of

French feel the optimal French class size is 15-20 students.

Guidance Counsellors at this level view optimal French class

size as 20-25 students, while both Principals and Vice-principals

and Trustees and Administration feel 25-30 students is optimal.

When asked about the Optimal class size for academic subjects

other than French, we notice a similar trend. Trustees and

Administration and Principals and Vice-principals favour larger

classes (25-30), while Guidance Counsellors and Non-French

Teachers feel smaller classes (20-25) are optimal.

Of the group we questioned about actual class size we find

that the majority of elementary teachers of both French and

other subjects have 30-35 students in each class while the

majority of secondary teachers of both French and other subjects

have 25-30 students in a class. The majority of both elementary

and secondary French Students are in classes of 25-30.
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TABLE III - la

WHAT no rnu FEEL IS THE OPTIMAL FRENCH CLASS SIZE?

'4E01 S.n. N LESS 15-20 P0-25

THAN 15

25-30 30-35 BLANK OR
NO OPINION

TRUSTEES AND ADMTN.1 3.17 1.17 24 1?.5 16.7 12.5 50.0 0.2 4.2

PRINCIPALS AND VPtS1 2.95 1,06 126 7.9 26,2 30.2 24.6 6.3 4.8

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS' 2.36 .99 62 19.4 38:7 ?So 12.9 1.6 1,6

TRUSTEES AND ADHTN.2 3:oh 1,08 24 4.2 16.7 P5.0 37.5 16.7 0,0

_ .

In/INC/PAIS AND VP'S2 3.26 1.00 1P6 4,0 14.3 24,6 29.4 7.1 16,7

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS2 2.83 .95 62 8.1 27.0 35,5 24.2 1.6 3.2

FRENCH TFAcHERS-ELFH 2:55 .72 24 0,0 50,0 37.5 0.0 4.2 8.3

FRENCH TFAh-1FRS-SEC. P:54 .60 45 6.7 40,0 33,3 11.1 0.0 80

STUDENTS-E'EN-FRENCH 2- .70 1.32 724 22.5 23.6 18.2 20.4 9,8 5..4

STUDENTSSEC:.FRENCH 2:?6 .98 873 23.3 39,3 20,3 10,7 1.3 1.3

TABLE III - lb

WHAT no you FEEL TS THE OPTIMAL CLASS SIZE FOR ACADFHIC SUBJECTS OTHER THAN

FRENCH?

mFAN S.D. N LESS 15-20 20-25 25-30 30-35 BLANK OR

THAN 15 NO OPINION

TRUSTEES AND AnmTN:1 3.73 s6 24 4,? 4.2 12,5

634279.1

8.3 8,3

PRTNCIPAIS AND vPIS1 3.55 .76 126 1.6 4,8 35,7 40,4 6,3 3,2

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS' _3:10 .66 62 6.5 9.7 53.2 25.8 3.2 lob

TRUSTEES AND ADMTN.2 3:96 ,93 24 0.0 8.3 20.6 . 37.5 33.3 0.0

PRINCIPALS AND VPIS2 3.73 ,s2 126 1.6 2:0 26.? 2 12.7 15,1

GUIDANCE cnuNS',LLoRs
2

3.31 .S3 62 4,6 448 41,5 37.1 3.2 6,5

NON.ER:TFAi7HERS.FLEN 3.39 .68 39 no 7.7 43.6 38,5 2.6 7.7

NON.ER:TEAeHERS.SEC. 3:09 .66 71 2.8 8.5 62,0 22,5 0.0 0.2

129 'Refers to elementary level.
2Refers to secondary level.
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ON THE AVERAGE

TABLE HA - lc
/

/

(HOW HANN, STUDENTS ARF %!N YOUR (FRENCH) CLASSES) THIS YEAR?

1

HFAN S,n, N LESS
THAN tS

1520 204t2S 25-10 34..35 OVER 35

NON.FR:TFAiirRSELFm 4.5? .77 39 0.0 2. S.1 17.9 48.7 25.6
?

40040TR.SFACHFRSSEC. 4.10 .70 71 0.0 1.4 15.5 52.1 ?E.2 2.8

FRFNCH TFACHF9S-ELEm
_

0.52 .58 24 0.0 0,0 a.? 37.5 54.2 9.2

FRENCH TFAcHFRSsFr. 3:91 .A3 95 0.0 2.2 17.8 66.7 13.3 0.0

STuDENTS-ElFmFAFNI"H 4.21 .82 724 1.2 1.7 8.8 39,8 30.3 19.2

STuDF4TSSFc:-FRENCH 3:97 1.10 873 0.0 18.6 20.3 38.7 17.4 1.5
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Table III - 2 a-b

- 84

Table III - 2a reseals that more 'tees and Administrators

and Principals and Vice-principals are satisfied with the integra-

tion of the elementary and secondary French programmes than are

the other three groups polled. However sizeable numbers in these

two groups also apparently have no opinion with respect to this

issue. The most dissatisfied group is the Secondary French

Teachers, followed closely by the Elementary French Teachers.

It is instructive to contrast the responses of these latter two

groups with those of their counterparts in other subject areas.

Table III - 2b demonstrates a much higher degree of satisfaction

on the part of Non-French Teachers, 'ooth Elementary and Secondary

with respect to the articulation of the elementary and secondary

levels although a trend again emerges showing that the Seccindary

Teachers are somewhat less satisfied than are the Elementary

Teachers who in many cases expressed no opinion as they taught

more than one subject area. Obviously increased communication and

liason between the Elementary and Secondary panels in all subject

areas, but especially in the French programme, might. improve this

situation.
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TABLE III - 2a

ARE YOU SATTSFIED WITH THE INTEGRATION nE THE ELEMENTARY ANn SECONDARY SCHOOL
FRENCH PROGRAMMES?

HFAN S.D. N

VOEF/RTYTELy
NO

GENERALLy
NO

NEUTRAL GENERALLY
YES

VERY
nEFINITELY

YES

BLANK
04

No OPINION

TRUSTEES AND AnmTN: 2.9(1 1.n? 24 8.3 25.0 20.8 33.3 n.0 12.5

PRTNo7PAiS AND VP'S 2:86 1.04 126 7.9 28.6 18.1 31.0 .8 13.5

GUIDANCE COUNSELLORS 2:62 1.00 62 9.7 38.7 16.1 24.2 o.0 11.3

FRENCH TEArHERSELFH 2.61 1.?1 23 16.7 41.7 4.2 29.2 4.2 4.2

FRENCH TEACHERS8Er. 2:31 1.17 45 28.9 37.8 8.0 22.2 2.2 0.0

TABLE III - 2b

IF You TEACH ONE MAJOR SUBJECT AREA. ARE YOU SATISFIED wITH THE INTEGRATION OFTHE FLEMENTARY ANn SECONDARY SoHont P4nRAmmE8 IN YOUR stIRJECI AREA?

MEAN So. N VERY
DEFINITELY

NO

GENERALLy
No

NEUTRAL GENFRALLY
YES

VFRY 811, K
nEErNITELy OR

YES No OPINION
NoN.F4:TEAOHERS-ELEH 3.17 1.17 39 P.6 PO. 7.7 20,5 7.7 41.0
90N.ER:TEACHERS-SEC. 2.96 .97 71 4.? 36,6 180 40.8 0.0 0.0
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Table III - 3 a-b

-86

The discontinuities between elementary and secondary school"

suggested in the two preceeding tables is also apparent in the

responses displayed in Tables III - 3a and b. With respect to

French studies, the Elementary French teachers most strongly feel

that the elementary programme is good preparation for the

secondary one. Contrasting opinions are offered both by the

Secondary French Teachers and the Guidance Counsellors while

the Trustees and Administration and the Principals and Vice-

principals tend to agree with the Elementary French Teachers.

Obviously a number of different expectations and/or perceptions

of reality are operating here.

Non-French Teachers, both elementary and seconaary generally

seem more satisifed that their elementary programmes are good

preparation. Once again the views of the Elementary Teachers

who answered this item are considerably more optimistic than are

those of the Secondary Teachers.
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TABLE III - 3a

nn YOU FEFt THE FIEHENTARY FRENCH PROGRAMME IS A Conn PREPARATION FOR THE
SFCoNnaRy SCHOOL PROGRAMME?

mFAN S.D. N VERY
DEFINITELN

NO

GENERALLY
Nn

NFUTRAL GFNFRALLy
YES

VERY
nEF/NITELY

YES

BLANK
OP

NO OPINION

TRUSTEES AND AT/KIN: 3.1" .02 24 0.0 29.2 25.0 33.3 8.3

PRINCIPAIS AND %/Pis 3.21 1.06 126 5.6 23,0 15.1 "3.7 4.8 7.9

GUIDANCE CnUNSELLnPS 2.76 .49 62 1.2 45.2 11.3 27,a 1.6 11.3

FRFNrH TFArHFRS-ELEH 3:2(# 1.14 24 R.3 20,8 12.5 50.0 8.3 0.0

FRENCH TFArHERSSEC, 2.80 1.17 45 17.8 26.7 13.1 42.2 0.0 0.0

TABLE III - 3b

nn v01; FEFt THE EIEHENTARY PPnGPANE TN YOUR SUBJECT AREA IS A Corn PREPARATION
FIR THE SECnNnARY scHoni PROGRAHHF?

mFAN 1.n. N vFR,,

OFFTPTTFt.
PO

NONFR:TEArHERS-FLEm 3.96 .77

NONFR:TFACHFRS.SEC. 3.18 .03

137

cF\FRALIY \FoTPAL CFNERALLy
YES

VERY 81 ANK
rEFTN.ITEty CR

YES Nn OPINION

39 0.0 S.I 5.1 41.0 12.8

71 a.? 19,7 26,8 "2.3 I."

35.9

5.6
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Table III - 4 a-b

-88

Elementary French teachers definitely feel students are not

as serious and well motivated about their French studies as they

are about other courses. This may be because at the present time

French is an ungraded subject at the elementary level. Secondary

French teachers seem very satisfied with their students' serious-

ness and motivation.

However, both Elementary and Secondary French students report

about eqval amounts of involvement with French class activities.

The majority of both groups of students perceive that they are

active participants in their French classes.

Thus although the Elementary Students feel that they take an

active part in class activities, their French Teachers are skeptical

about student motivation. The contrast with the results from the

Secondary French Teachers' view of their students may be due in

large part to the optional nature of the secondary programme so

that it is primarily the serious, well motivated student, with

respect to French, who elects the programme.

13
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TABLE III 4a

COmPARED TO THE OTHER COURSES THEY TAKE. APF YOU SATISFIED THAT YOUR STUnENTS
ARE AS SFPIOUS AND HUI MOTIvATFD ARCM/ THEIR FRENCH STUDIES?

mFAN s.n. N VERY GENERALLY VF4Y
DEFINITELY

GENFRALIY
NO YES oEFTNITELY

NO81-014::

BLANKNEUTRAL

NO YES

FRENCH TEACHERSFLE 2.2S 1.23 24 33.3 37.5 4.2 20.8

62.2

4.2 0.0

FRENCH TFACHERS.SEC. 3:77 .93 45 DO 6217.8 P.2 15.6 2.2

RTUDENTS.FIFmwERENCH

STUDENTS-SFc:FRENcH

140

TABLE III - 4b

DURING FRENCH CLASS I ACTIVELY TAKE PART IN ACTIVITIES.

FAN S.D. N NEVFP SELhOm OCFAS/nN.
ALLY

OFTFN VERN,

FPFcuENTtr

3.48 1.08 724 3.5 15.6 29.0 30.8 19.5

3:09 .97 873 2.1 11.9 35.5 33.6 15.6

BLANK
nR

NO CPINTON

1.7

I 11



Table III - 5 a-e

- 90

Both elementary and secondary French teacners feel that

other teachers in the school are quite supportive of the French

programme. Non-French teachers corroborate this view.

Elementary French teachers think the other teachers

definitely tend to positively influence their students' attitudes

toward French. Secondary French teachers feel that the other

teachers are generally neutral in this area.

All teachers, both Elementary and Secondary and French and

Non-French feel the principal is supportive of the French

programme in their school.

At the elementary level French teachers feel that Guidance

Counsellors tend to be neutral or very slightly positive in

their influence on their students' attitudes toward French.

At the secondary level, however, French Teachers feel that

Guidance Counsellors tend to be negative in their influence on

their students' attitudes toward French.
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TABLE III - 5a

TN GENERAI, ARE THE OTHER TEACHERS TN YOUR SCHOOL SuPPnRT/VF OF THE FRENCH
PROGRAmmF7

mFAN S.D. N VERY GENERALLY NENTRAL GENERALLY VERY BLANK
DEFINITELY No YES DEFINITELY OR

No YES ND OPINION

FRENCH TFACHERS-ELEH 3.9h .86 P4

FRENCH TFACHERSSEC. 3:58 .81 45

0.0 8.3 1P.5 50.0 25.0 4.2

0.0 11.1 26.7 48.9 8.9 4.4

TABLE III - 5b

IN GENERA!. ARE YOU SUPPORTIVE OF THE FRENCH PROGRAmHE IN YOUR SCHOOL?

KFO, S.D. N VERY nENERALLY NEUTRAL GENERALLY vFRY BLANK
DEFINITEL, No YES nEFTNITELY OR

NO YFS No OPINION

NON-FR:TEACHERS-ELEH 4.03 .81 ',

NON.FR:TFAOHFRS.SEC. 3.90 .87 71

0.0 5.1 15.4 48.7 ?R.2 2.6

1.4 4.2 16.9 47.9 2A.2 1.4

TABLE III 5c

DO YOU FEEL THE OTHER TEACHFRS TEND TO INFLUENCE YolIR STUDENTS) ATTITUOrS Tro,ARD
FRENCH (EITHER POSITIVEIY OR NEGATIvELY)?

NEGATIVELY NEGATIVELYNEGATIVELY
TEND IDNI.AN S.D. VERY OFIN

INFLUENCE INFLUENCE

FRENCH TFACHERS+ELEH 1.7?. .66 21i no

FRENCH TFACHERSSEC. 3200 ,5? 45 0.0

0.0

NEUTRAL TEND TO OP( of-FIN PIANK
POSITIVELY POSITIVELY OR
INFLUENCE INFLUENCE NO OPINION

50.0 12.5 4.2

6.7 75.6 11.1 2.2 401



TABLE III - 5d

IN nFNERAt.no YOU FEEL THE PRINCIPAL IS SUPPORTIVE OF THE FRENCH PROGRAMME IN
YOUR SCHOOL'?

HFAN so. N VFRY GENERALLY NFUTRAL
DEFINITELY NO

NO

GENERALLY
YES DE4NRIYTELY

yES

BLANK

NO OPINION

NoN.FR.TFAEHERS-FLEH 4.01 .65 39 0.0 2.6 10.3 59.0 17.9 10.3

NON.FR:TFAcHFRS-SEC. 3.83 -.77 71 1.4 0.0 31.0 47.9 1/1.3 1.4

FRENCH TFACHFR5-FLEN 4.17 .92 24 0.0 8.3 8.3 17.5 41.7 4.2

FRENCH TEACHERS-SEE. 4.2? .79 45 0.0 4.4 8.0

TABLE III - 5e

nn YOU FEEL THAT nUIDANCE COUNSFLLORS TEND TO INFLUENCE YOUR

46.7 40.0 ,

STUDENTS ATT/TUOFS

0.0

TOwARn FRFNCH (EITHER POSITIVFLY OR NFGATTVFLY)?

HAN S.Q. N VFRY OFFIN TEND Tn NEUTRAL TEND Tn VFRY ['FEIN HLANK
NFGATIVELY NFGAT/VFLY POSITIVELY P0SI7IVEtY OR
INFLuFNCE INFLUENCE INFLUENCE fNFLNENCF NO OPINION

FRENCH TFArHERS-ELpH 3:26 .53 24 n.O 4.2 62.5 29.2 0.0 4.2

FRENCH TFACHFRS-SEC. 2:77 1.43 45 6.7 37.8 28.9 15.6 6.7 4.4
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Table III - 6 i-c

Non-French Elementary Teachers feel that French generally

does not contribute to students' understanding of other subject

areas, while Non-French Secondary Teachers feel French contributes

slightly.

Both Trustees and Administration and Principals and Vice-

principals feel that collaboration between the French department

and other subject areas so that other subject areas may be

taught in part in French is not a good idea. However, Gudiance

Counsellors are favourable toward the idea.

Neither eleMentary nor secondary Non-French teacners express

a particularly strong desire to collaborate with the moderns

departmEnt to have some of their courses taught in French.

However, both elementary and secondary French teachers strongly

endorse this idea
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TABLE III - 6a

DO YOU FEEL THAT THE STUDY OF FRENCH CONTR/RUTES TO STUDENTS' UNDERSTANDING OF
OTHER stawrT tREAS?

VERY GENERALLYMEAN S:n. N GENERALLY NEUTRAL
YESDEFINITELY NO

NO
DEEiENE:Is.!ELY OR

33.3

NOBLC:/oN

NON.ER:TFArHERS..ELEm 2.84 1.13 39 1P.8 17.9 5.128.?

NONFR:TFArmFRSSEC. 3:14 1.09 71 4.? 29.6 PP.5 32.4 9.9 1.4

TABLE III - 6b

WOULD BF mTILTNC TO COltARORATE WITH THE MODERNS DEPARTMENT AND HAVE SOME OF THE
COURSES YOU TEACH TAUGHT IN FRENCH?

MFAN S.O. N VERY GENERALLY
DEFINITELY NO

NO

NON.ER:TEArHERS.FLEm 2.41 1.24 39 P.? P8.2

i

NON.ER.TEAf!HERSSEC. 2:4B 1.28 71 29.6 23.9

TABLE III - 6c

NEUTRAL GENERALLY VERY BLANK
YES neFrNITELY OR

YES No OPINION

15.4 17.9 5.1 5.1

16,9 21.1

Do YOU THINK THERE SHOULD RE COLLABORATION RETWFEN THE FRENCH DEPARTMENT AND
OTHER DFPARTMFNTS SO THAT OTHER SUBJECT AREAS MAY RE TAUGHT IN PART TN FRENCH?

mFAN S.D. N VERY PROBABLY
DEFTNFELY NO

NO

NEUTRAL

5.6 y 2.8

PROBABLY VERY BLANK
YES DEFINITELY OR

YES NO OPINION
.

JRUSTEEB AND AOHIN: 2.76 1.11 ?4 12.5 29.2 12.5 33.3 0,0 12,5

RRINCIPAIS AND Wits ?.58 1.10 126 16.7 38.1 17.5 24.6 2.4 .8

I
GUIDANCE COUNSELLOR; 3.05 1.23 62 14.5 21.0 16.1 38.7 8.1 1,6

t.0
..P.

FRENCH TEACHERSFLEM 3.9? 1.29 P4 4.? 20.8 0.0 29.2 Aso 0.0

FRENCH TEACHERSSEC. 4.23 .79 45 0.0 4.4 8,9 44.4 40.0 2,2

148 14 9,
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RESPONDENTS' COMMENTS
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In this section we have attempted to glean representative comments

from the many questionnaires where respondents took the extra time

necessary to complete the last section. Both positive and negative

reactions were present and we have included examples of each. As an

aid to the reader we have, moreover, tried to classify the responses

around more or less coherent and recurring themes. However, in some

instances it was impossible to categorize a comment within the general

headings we developed. Comments are reproduced verbatim and have

neither been edited nor have spelling or syntax been changed. Each

comment is also identified as to its source.

The following headings have been used:

(a) Attitude and Local Climate of Opinion

(b) Optimal Age to Begin French Studies

(c) Curricular Suggestiors

(d) Costs and Resources

(e) Availability of Teachers and Teacher Training

(f) Miscellaneous and Multiple Comments

and Reactions to the Survey
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Attitude and Local Climate of Opinion

Administration
The need for a French language capability in English speaking Canada has
been terribly overplayed. The adyantdge of having a French language

capability has been understressed. Demands on people to be bilingual in
occupations that to not require it are unreasonable. Too much stress has
been placed on learning French in the early years especially when reports
are indicating little achievement. Montreal study shows level 9 the best.
Ministry studies according to Clarence Taylor also hear this out. French

may be advantageously taught at lower ages when taught as an interest course.

Principal
i am convinced that only a very few students profit from the French
experience in elementary and secondary schools in London. A great deal

of money is spent with relatively minimal results being evident. I really

believe that the voluntary program was equally effective. Actually I

suppose I am prejudiced because I do not see the place for a French island

within a vast English orientated America. I believe that bilingualism

has polarized the two groups. There is less communication than ever before

resulting in less toleration of each other than ever before.

Principal

The questions are answered but there are a lot of ifs left unanswered. I

would like to see each child have a second larguage. However, under the
present structure one must ask about time, money and value. Here in Western
Ontario and Western Canada the need is not as pressing as in areas where the
two cultures are living in harmony. It would appear that the programme
should be underway so that each pupil would have the opportunity to learn
and experience French. There is a real need for a social atmosphere as
well as a school setting.

Vice-principal

The goal for a bilingual country like Canada must be bilingualism. However,
more harm than good would be done by using any form of coercion e.g.,
a compulsory French class for all high-school students. I would advocate
spending money on sub titling T.V. news and other programmes. One, U.S.
network now provides sub titled news for the deaf. English speaking Canada
might well benefit from the normal news on T.V. with French sub titles
and vice versa for Quebec etc. C.B.C. drama night be similarly treated.
A Canadian bank made good use of spoken Russian for a commercial during
the Russia-Canadian hockey series. The federal government might try to
make French an attractive sound for English Canadians by similar "voice-
over" commericals. Clearly, I feel that one must motivate adults if French
programmes in school are to receive more support. Latin is dyihg because
adults are letting it die.
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Vice-principal
The nature of our society and nation makes impossible and even undesirable a
wide spread fluency in French by non-French persons. Therefore the study of

French should be confined to only the more capable. This is true, not only

of French studies but of all studies requiring sustained intellectual activity.
French studies should not be given high priority in Ontario schools. Achievement

of bilingualism and/or biculturalism is a happy ideal but an impractical
objective at this time. There are other more pressing needs for the general

public.

Guidance Counsellor
At present, students with above average ability seem to opt for French in

secondary schools. Parental attitudes have a great deal to do with students'

interest and motivation for studying languages. It is difficult to show

students living in London, Ont., the concrete benefits of studying French.

Guidance Counsellor
The tenuous nature of motivation makes the teaching of French in the London

situation a most difficult issue. From historic antipathy of local

administration to the subject----not a single principal could claim franco-

philia----peer and parental prejudice three negative items that have to be

taken into any consideration of the subject. The injection of federal money

into the system will change all this To the trustees "Bon Chance!"

Secondary Non-French Teacher
The reasons that I express a rather luke warm attitude to the teaching of

French in secondary schools are two-fold. First of all, Spanish is my first

language and I only picked up English because of my parents' insistence. I

have made a deep study of Spanish history and literature (inc. Latin American)

and have realized that we as Canadians and Americans are sitting on top of

a huge land mass of Spanish speaking people. Further, I have noted that

Spanish has supplanted French as the second language at the U.N. and that

the study of Spanish lang., lit. and history has increased greatly even in

the northern United States eg. Ann Arbor and Toledo. Spanisl-, in brief,

is easing French out gradually in the Western world. French (this may take

many years) will gradually disappear in NB. except in France, Quebec and

other Frenchish enclaves. Secondly, as an historian, I am sick to death

of the political pressure placed on Anglo-Canadians by Pierre's French

company--to force all and sundry to learn French. In other words, a beautiful

language is being prostituted for political considerations. Perhaps a really

new Canadian flag should show a royal purple English bulldog with a tri-

coloured French frog on its back.

Secondary Non-French Teacher
Efforts should be taken to overcome stereotyped prejudices against French

as a second language. Students continue to ape the attitudes of their parents.

Positive suggestions might be presented. Second language opens the door to

a new culture source.
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Secondary Non-French Teacher
It would seem to me that a knowledge of any second language, and in this
country particularly French, is an asset to any individual regardless of
his future career. In addition it would be an asset to Canada, that its
citizens be able to communicate in both of the official languages. This
would encourage and aid the understanding of each culture for the other and
reduce the friction that exists in this country, because of a lack of under-
standing of each of the 'de'x nations' for the other. Students who tend to
be 'good' in languages also tend to be 'better' students, vis a vis their
peers who are not French students, in other subject areas. The problem,
however, is that language education, intensive language education, is left
too late in a students' educational journey. Such second language education
should begin in grade 1 at the last for as Dr. W. Penfield has said that
when this takes place an individual begins to 'think' more expansively. In
short French Lang. study should begin very early in the educational career
of every Canadian.

Secondary Non-French Teacher
French should only be offered if students WANT to take it, not because they
may be going to Quebec and have to speak it there. You cannot force students
to take it as Bill 22 forces people, companies etc. in Quebec to use it.
I think the firs pr irity s'iould be fo" -tudents Lo be able to speak and write
ENGLISH correctly before they attempt any second language.

Elementary Nln-Frenc:' Teacher
I agree that French can be a very important subject. It can be helpful to
know and speak it. However I disagree that they MUST or even SHOULD be
forced to do so. There should be an element of choice in the matter. I

do not agree that Carlda MUST be bilingual for the same reason. We should
be Canadian first and our ancestry and ethnic background should be second.

Elementary Non-French Teacher

Why should French be the subject that is being pushed? Look at the federal
program deal'ng yith he training of civil servants in Fre-.ch--a failure.
French has been eorcc' down our throats. Everything must contain French &
English making the cost of products higher. As the French in Quebec become
anti-English (look at their laws forcing people to study French rather than
English) I am becoming anti-French. People should have a right to decide
what language they wish to speak. It is fine to train the English to speak
French but the French will seldom speak English even though they can speak
English, French should be strictly an enrichment program,

Elementary Non-French Teacher
French appears to be important as a comparison to our own language and culture.
We can only gain by our knowledge of how others approach an identical issue.
This deepens our own understanding of ourselves, faults and strengths.
Kindergarten should be the time to start French instruction. When this comes
as a matter of course the French-English issue will no longer exist. We owe
it to our contry to make an effort to become Francophone. We cannot expect
the other fellow to change if we ourselves won't. I feel all teachers should be
introduced to French as an ongoing part of our professional development.
(I feel the same about other cultures but French is much more practical).
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Non-French Parent
As a Canadian with Polish background & Jewish Hebrew Religion. I feel that

my country is an English speaking land. When I wanted my children to learn

Hebrew. I sent them to Hebrew school after regular classes. This was done

at my expense not the expense of the tax payer. I do not and will not have

French drilled into my mind or the minds of my children. If and when they

would like to live in France they can learn it in that country. This

bilingual business is :Tifig the tax payers money and time. The manufacturers

have spent millions of dollars changing packagaing for ONE only province.

The printing companies are making the money in changing packagaing. I resent

going to USA and being asked if I speak English. I resent have to to shopping

and turning every box or can to read what I am buying. I resent having

something shoved down my throat and the throats of my children such as French

when our Mother Tongue is English. I resent, when I am flying to Mexico

having to listen to French instructions, when going to and from Mexico before

I know it, it will be in French, English & Spanish. The Mexican people

have a right to hear their mother tongue too. Where is it all going to end.

When in Canada do as the Canadians do! not what a powerful minority wants

us to do. How about trying to get the people in Quebec to have it compulsory

for them to Learn English (notice I did not say French people). Through

my experience dealing with people from Quebec they won't talk to you in English

even if they know how to speak English. Who needs it We don't! Our society

today is not acting realistically. It is more costly to import merchandise

from other countries and this cost is passed on to the consumer. E.G. all

credit cards in Ontario to my knowledge are in English & French. I received

a credit card from Hotel De Govner from Quebec City and it was entirely

printed in French. How do they get away with it and not people in Ontario.

The system stinks!! But no one will both saying anything. I will not allow

our office to go bilingual as we deal only with people in Ontario.

Why is all this becoming such an issue? We lived without speaking French

for 100 years. We can live without it for at least 100 years more. Please

feel free to let me know what this particular survey is costing me the

tax payer. Please send me the report in English only, as I do not speak French.

Non-French Parent
As far as I am concerned I think there is no need for your French that is

taught here in Canada because i, we should go to France. it would not help

us one bit in the mean time this is an English speaking country and I am

Scottish and proud of it and nc way will I speak French let them speak

English.

Non-French Parent
Why should my child have to speak the language of a minority. A country

should have only one language. If Quebec doesn't want to become completely

English speaking then let them go on their own. We English speaking

Canadians are being over ruled by a minority, it's time for Quebec to

become independent. We'll then be able to survie easier then they will.

If they won't change then they should be asked to leave or even forced.

I feel very strongly about this subject and I think there are many others

who feel the same way.
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Non-French Parent
Personally, I feel that a child should have a good start in spoken and

written English before tackling a second language. I use the term "second
language" advisedly - I don't think -;t matters whether its Russian, Japanese, or
Arabic. Learning to use any other language than the mother tongue will tend
to give a person an appreciation for and understanding of, other cultures.
And learning any language is a good mental excercise. As to all Canadians
speaking French and, English, - I can't agree. If civil servants and others
were given monetary inducements (increased salary for extra language skills)
it wGuld provide the needed impetus for young people to develop these skills.
By high school level, we should encourage but not compel the use of a second
language. I took 2 years of French, two years of German, 2 years of Latin -
I'm not proficient in any of them, but have drived immeasurable pleasure
from being able to understand them a little.

Non-French Parent
I think that French should be optional. We only have one French speaking

province in Canada. Not too many of our children end up in Quebec. I

don't think our children should be forced to take French unless they are

taking some class that they need French then that is up to the student.

Non-French Parent
I feel French should not be forced on the child even in grade 7 and up.
I don't feel this language should be forced on anyone especially the way
it is being done now. You ask if the Board should give the students
opportunity to visit locals where French is spoken, NO All it will do
is put another hole in the poor parents pocket book. Just like everything
else (like school trips) instead of taking it out of the taxes that have
already been paid. French should stay with the French Canadians. Its
just another subject to have to hire another teacher for plus putting taxes
up more. Leave well enough alone, if the kids want to take French let
them go to a school where they teach it only but do not pust the stuff
down a kids' throat who is having a hard enough time trying to get the
other subjects (which will be more useful to him/or her). If parents
want their kids to take French let them send then to Quebec and leave it
out of our Canadian schools. The world is tough enough for these kids
without having something like this shoved down their throats.

Non-French Parent

I am sick and tired of the never ending demands of the French Canadians.

It seems for the sake of confederation,"we have to give in to the demands
of Quebec", if they want to separate, let them do so then we'll have an
end to all this French, nonsense.

Non-French Parent

If French was compulsory in our schools, our young people would be able
to communicate most anyplace in the world.

it- rl1 .L.. tsj
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Non-French Parent
One of the greatest countries in the world is the USA which contains as great
a "mix" of nationalities etc. to be found anywhere in the world. This of course
results in many languages and cultures within the USA - The OFFICIAL language
is ENGLISH. In all business,commerce, legal court proceedings etc. etc.
are in the English language; however I don't believe any
country in the world that has more respect with the keeping of the customs
religons etc. etc. of its various people. The whole French situation in
Canada has simply got out of hand over the years by catering to the province
of Quebec's whims by the federal govt. London, Ont. and the rest of English
speaking Canada don't be fooled and misled by the so called official language
act. Some party, someday will have the guts to cancel it. Canada is to

great a country to be divided by any language act. The three is must be
returned. Thanks for reading this.

Non-French Parent

I feel that French Canadians are the minority and for that reason too much
emphasis is placed on everything being related to bilingualism. Please
do not conclude that such a remark springs fr3m prejudice against them -

it is strictly from a practical viewpoint. As I indicated, provided it
is not too costly, it would be advisable to introduce French to the
children as early as grade 1 - but that throughout elementary school it
should not count as a necessary credit for a grade 8 diploma. I encourage
my children to study French in secondary school, which they both did.
However, I do not think that it should be compulsory.

Non-French Parent
I think if government is going to tell us what we watch, read and speak
then they better take into consideration that in Canada there is every
language in the world, why not make them compulsory also. The English
people or English speaking people fought the French for control of thi.,
country now we are going to give them the upper hand (no way). If you
go to Montreal you have a hell of a time if you don't speak French. So

if they are going to make French our second language before they do they
had better make sure that they all know English first.

Non-French Parent
I don't believe French will ever Le the language of commerce and business

in Canada and especially or a continental basis. French Canadian people

have a right to conduct government business in their own language per

B.N.A. Act. But money spent on signs in French in a city like London

is very foolish. This negative attitude toward French instruction in the

schools is based on its complete failure in the past, the lack of an

opportunity to use the second language in a predominately English society

outside of Quebec. I admire the French people, their language, their

culture and their charm.
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Secondary French Parert
Obviously, I strongly disagree with giving any concession to the French

n this country. Monies being expended for T.V. station, French immersion

programmes for public servants, bilingual signs etc. is in my opinion a

great waste to satisfy a small minority. To inflict their ideas, bias, etc.

on the rest of the country is in my opinion criminal. The sooner the

Province of Quebec separates from the remainder of the country, the better
off we will all be both French and English, less money will be expended,
a better feeling will exist between the peoples, etc. The French people

are fine people but I resent having their language and culture constantly

shoved down my throat. Having lived in Quebec for some 15 years, I appreciate

my aspects of the French culture. On the other hand, if French is shoved

on us and our students are forced to study the language then I think present

programmes are insufficient. More effort should be applied to the speaking

and undeArtanding of the language. Reading and grammar would fall in place

thereafter.

Elementary French Parent
I feel strongly that since Canada has two official languages all Canadians
should have a working knowledge of both languages and the use of language
labs should be encouraged and open to all students.

Secondary French Student
I feel that French should never be compulsory. English isn't compulsory in

Montrea; is it? Bill 22 or 222 or whatever it is, is outrageous! We do not

force French students to learn English here, do we? In Montreal, they do have

some schools. Here, they should have some French schools with the
native language spoken often but English taken slowly since they live in Ont.
This should be the same in Montreal where English students should go to English
schools but that French should be taught gradually since they are in Quebec.

People should have their own choice.

Secondary French Student
The questions concerning your reasons for French study missed what I consider
the point of cultural education of any type. First it is exposure and

appreciate of other peoples life way of life that is important and the

awareness of their existence.

Secondary French Student
I have been taking French primarily because it is interesting and because I

believe stAying ,)e second language will help me understand my own better

and will round out my education. I have found it interesting and fun.

One thing about compulsory courses - forcing people to take French will

lower the quality of the students and thus the class.

15,s/
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Secondary French Student
More French culture should be studied (French Canadian) especially the

modern music, art. Canada should be united and we should make an effort

to understand the Quebecois not vice versa because why is there a quiet

revolution? Our fault, we're prejudiced for example we go to Quebec

expecting the French Canadians to speak English to us.

Elementary French Student
Please don't think I'm a kook because I & my parents don't like French
people but they encourage me in the subject. I guess because I don't have
a real French teacher I'm not discouraged. Also the French people aren't
going to stop me from speaking French just because I don't like them.
I also think French is a very good idea. I mean it's being learned in
lower grades. They should havethe opportunity!

Elementary French Student
Yes I don't understand why English speaking Canadians have to take French

but French don't have to take English. I want to be a pilot but don't want

to learn French (I hate it).

Elementary French Student
I think French is great.

Elementary French Studert

Writing French on packages is just a waste of money and space. French
telephone operators should not answer in French. French is stupid in a
English speaking country.

Elementary French Student
I feel great now that I can speak some French.
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Optimal Age to Begin French Studies

Vice-principal
I am in favour of continuing an oral French programme in the elementary
schools I would prefer to see it introduced at a much earlier grade level
than that which presently exists. The knowledge of ether cultures as well
as French should be part of any Canadian school curriculum.

Vice-principal
If classroom teachers in the primary classes could spend a few minutes each
day introducing French to the K to 4 classes the Board of Ed. would save
money but expose children to a second language.

Vice-principal

P.e: Question # 18: I feel that this question is not a valid one due to

its wording. Rather than the word "should" the word "could" would be more

reasonable as far as completing a more reliable set of answers. With the

haphazard way in which French is programmed at the elem. & sec. levels, it

is doubtful if any skills could be mastered well. It is about time that we

made a commitment.one way or the other in this system i.e. French. Either

we teach it K-8 or not at all. The present "tokenism" which we are presently

creates bitterness & frustration and tends to be a waste in time. If we

believe in bilingualism then let's do it

Principal

I think that having French begin in grade 7 is, in many cases, a waste of

money. We should either begin in the early primary grades and carry
through or discontinue French in the regular elementary schools. Many

students learn a foreign language easier than others but there must be
equal opportunity.

Non-French Parent
I feel that oral Frencn should be started in kinde-garten. That it would

be senseless to encourage a girl 16 to watch French television when she

has not taken it in high school. If I had young preschool age children

and there was programs tuned to their level I would encourage them watching

French T.V.

Non-French Parent
I really feel, with Wilder Penfield, that the time for "immersion" in a 2nd

language is in the 1-4 year age range. If records of a second language are
played regularly to a pre-school child, this language can be learned with
ease in later years. Without this early exposure, French immersion at any
school age (or post-school age) is only going to be partially successful.
(Note: Keith Spicer's recommendations re scrapping the immersion course for

civil servants).
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Non-French Parent
personally feel that until French is taught orally in kindergarten or

grade 1 at the latest, little progress will be made as far as the majority of

children are concerned. In my opinion, children should learn to speak

long before being expected to write French. Reading French could probably

be started no later than grade 3, provided a child is average in the reading

of English.at this level. If very young children could be exposed to the

sound of the French language, properly spoken, I'm convinced the vast

majority could learn it with very little effort--thus immensely simpli:ying

the whole problem at the secondary school level. If children learned French

at age five or six, I would feel it would be beneficial to have one half

or perhaps one third of other subjects taught in French in order that

knowledge of the language would be made use of everyday, and our children

could "think" in either English or French by the time they reached secondary

school. Ideally, no future generation Canadian should be considered"well

educated", unless he or she is able to speak a second language - French

seeming to be the logical choice for most. Answers to some of the preceding

questions might have differed if French had been taught before grade 7.

Non-French PareAt
French programs should be started in ;indergarten with very basic words
like dog, cat, house, chair, etc. and be developed a little through each
grade. In the public school level French should not be set aside as a
special subject. It should be regarded by the pupils as a normal
everyday study. In this way the French language would be accepted by
people as part of Canadian life. To start French in grade 7 is a waste
of time as pupils attitudes towards learning something new & to the
French language are already set. A more practical presentation of French
would be of more benefit to both the stu,',nt and the language.

Non-French Parent
I feel that if our population is to be bilingual, then French should be
taught beginning in kirWcxgarten or grade one at the latest. I also feel
this would encourage a child to continue French at the secondary level.
It seems grade 7 gives many children too late a start for them to be
truly interested in learning our second language.

Non-French Parent
I feel students sh ld study French as early as grade 1 = it would come

more naturally to tnem. It seems pointless when they begin in grade 7 as
more of them couldn't care less for another language. In high school I

feel French should be optional although it seems more and more adults take
special French courses and this would indicate that more emphasis should
have been placed on the subject in school. As it is its costing the
government alot of money to retrain adults.
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Non - French Parent

I feel most children should be introduced to French at an early age and

it will then depend on the child how he or she adapts to it. It is a

waste of time to teach a child if they do not like it and can't grasp it.

They seem only to be more confused if they don't like it and to push a

child is not good. They then tend to confuse English with it.

Secondary French Parent
From all indications, being bilingual (English/French) may well be a crucial

factor in the future careers of my children Nine years ago, we lived in

Alberta & French was being taught at the grade 4 level in the elementary

schools: We moved from Calgary to London in 1967 & I was very worried
that my eldest child (then in grade 4) woulc be far behind the Ontario

elementary school French programme - you can iwiagineiTTPOCK" to find

that that year French was being introduced for the first time here in

London at the Grade 7 level: AND that was only in some "selected" schools

in this city & on an "experimental basis" only:. My husband & I feel that

your concern & interest this subject i.e., questionnaires such as this,

are long overdue & I hope our children will not be handicapped by long

delayed ACTION (Quote) "The results of the survey may not result in any

immediate change" As far as the French programme in elementary and

secondary school goes I wish we had stayed in Alberta:

Secondary French Parent
I strongly disagree with the current method of teaching French in Ontario

schools. I have never heard of anyone who acquired enough French in this
manner to be of av use. I do believe that it would be an advantage for

Canadians to speak both languages. However, to be effective, it must

commence at an early age. The current bilingual programme of the federal
government shows 'ke falacy of attempting to teach a second language to

adults. Having lived and travelled in areas where large percentages of
the population where French speaking it becomes obvious that the younger
children can assimilate another language with little problem.

Secondary French Student
I feel that kindergarten learn how to speak both French and English. If

a child is introduced to the French language at a young age, she may want
to continue with it in high school. In a bilingual country such as Canada,
it is important for the two major language groups to be able to communicate
with one another. By waiting until grade seven or eight to teach a child
how to speak, read, and write French you are denying her the chance to master
the necessary accent to be fully understood when speaking. Also, most grade
seven and eight students are set in their opinion that French is "uncool"
and a chore not worth reading, speaking or writing. Starting a child on
the path to learning French at an early age would encourage more people
to both continue with the subject and become bilingual.

a n erpr en
unger.

Elementary French Student
I strongly believe that French should be taught right t kidt
because you learn easier when you are yo

1
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Opportunity to use French and Exposure to the Language

Principal
Children in Ontario need more "positive" exposure to French culture. Music,

films, etc. should be a usual part of every young child's environment.

If adults were occasionally entertained by good French Canadian and European

musicians, they would be more accepting of a French language instruction

program. This would probably lead to better motivation on the part of students.

Principal
A skill learned is soon forgotten if no opportunity to practise regularly.

How car that opportunity be provided in London?

Principal

Bilingualism is a cultural aim of theoretic high priority hampered by the
basic lack of speech for the use of French in this locality. The similar

situation exists in Quebec and has brought about a high controversial bill
legislating French as the official language. We 1,, Ontario (i.e., in this

area) would not oppose English as the official language becuase of its

universal use. However, let us be transferred into a French speaking area

circumstances would force the learning situation. Our only path for the

future if we continue to want bilingualism, is to develop its two languages

early.

Principal
Unless daily consistent opportunities are provided to communicate orally

in French, the chance of acquiring skills are minimal.

Vice-principal
Let us remember, that in this community, a negative (generally speaking)

conservative attitude toward our second official language (i.e., French)

prevails dominantly from an historical, political and societal standpoint.
S-W Ontario primarily English-speaking only, is not that close to French

speaking communities hence, the need of and desire for such bilingualism

do not exist as greatly as in other communities and Canadian geographical

locations.

Elementary French Parenc
It is my opinion that with no French environment in the London area for a

student to hear or practice French that the amount of French he learns in

elementary & secondary school will not enable him to speak or understand

French and therefore should not be compulsory at secondary level, but

somewhere in elementary school all subjects should be introduced to students

and those students that enjoy the subjects can ad are able to follow the

subject. If we wa'it our children to learn the subject well enough to put

it to use in life it would have to be started at kindergarden level and

taken all through school with equal importance placed on it as other subjects.
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Elementary French Student
I think that French should be taught starting at the younger grades so
that they wouldn't have to teach it so much in grades 7 & 8. It's very
hard to learn a new lesson in French everyday. Everything is so rushed.
They try to teach us everything in 2 years that the French kids have had
all their lives to learn. It's like trying to teach a 2 year old all the
words in the dictionary. Just after he's learned to say da da. I can

speak French very well (the words they teach us to say) the problem is
they never tell you what you're saying so were just blabbering something
we dont' have the slightest idea of what it means. If you started earlier
then by the time the kids were our age they might know what they're saying.
I also think that if you don't want to learn how to speak French then you
shouldn't have to. Then later if some people need French then they can
pick it up. Now they are cramming it into us and when we grow up if we
need it we only have to take a refresher course to remember anyway.

Secondary French Teacher
I feel that beginning French study early in a child's school experience is
effective only if the child continues to study & use French. Let's face it,

London is not a "Freach centre". Once the student leaves the classroom, he

can exist totally in English; only the motivated student will seek out chances

to use French, and he must really be motivated & informed in order to find

"the French fact" here. It exists but it is hidden away. Students should be

realistic in their expectations. Reading & comprehension & writing are

skills in which they can hope to acquire some competence. Many students expect

to be bilingual after high school without spending one minute more than regular

class time. They must be made to realize that many hours of their own time

are required to be fluent. After arade 13 physics do they consider themselves

physicists? Is it reasonable to expect to be bilingual after grade 13 French?

Immersion for only a year or two is ineffective if the students must return

to the regular system. How do they fit in? Will they not lose their skills

if they are placed at a lower level or if they are "forced"to withdraw from

r-rench because no appropriate level exists. Immersion must be on-going once

it begins. Optional French is also poor policy. Given the choice between

something fun & easy (such courses exist) and French, what is the average

15 year old going to choose? Many have no long range goals & their parents,

in many cases are not informed enough about course requirements for further

education. I am sure they assume that if the school system allows a student

to drop a course, it mustn't be an important one. Unfortunately, such is not

always the case.

Secondary French Parent
Any language program has to be supported by practice of some kind. This

should be looked into, in particularly in a city (like London) with English

as the main language. Clubs etc. after school may be helpful exchange

student programs to Quebec? Semester-systems in secondary schools for

language programs will irterupt continually education.
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Secondary French Student
I think there should be more chances to visit Quebec for longer periods
of time to help with our oral French. If we aren't speaking it we're not

going to remember it. Also there should be more emphasis on speaking and
listening skills. I'm sick of grammar and have taken French for 7 years
and still can't speak it as well as I think I should be able to.

Secondary French Student
French I find is boring because I can't comprehend what is taking part in
the class. It is almost like listening to sounds that have no meaning.
It would help people if placed in a completely French environment a.d forced
to speak French. People would be bound to become frustrated but to me it
will be the only way I would be able to understand.
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Curricular Suggestions

Principal

I believe that French should be on an optional basis for students at all

levels. Most students in the City of London will never have much application

for French skills. For those students who wish to learn the French language

more exchanges with French speaking communities should be arranged. I question

the erursion activities as far as being of any importance in developing French

skills, attitudes etc. To have an effective French program qualified teachers

are necessary and should be "add ons" and not included in the pupil teacher

ratio.

Guidance-Counsellor
From experience in the Guidance Department - it is my feeling that elementary
students are inadequately prepared for secondary school French courses
especially in listening to and speaking French. I would like to see an
experimental class started for phase 4 students in secondary school. The
elementary school French program seems to be based on the fun-recreation
approach which startles grade 9 students where French is very much the
academic approach.

Guidance Counsellor
French instruction should perhaps be made compulsory but a non-credit course.
The emphasis should be on conversational skills and on developing a greater
understarding of the French Canadian culture societal structure, and history.
I can see 2 different French courses being offered where the issue of credit/
non-credit comes in: one course emphasizing conversational skills, the other
paying more attention to prtper grammar writing techniques. Both courses
would be worth one credit eacn. In this instance again, the French course
would be compulsory.

Vice-principal

Until this year it has always appeared to me that the French teachers have
constantly faced frustration and an almost impossible situation. About 50';
of the grade 8 would opt out after grade 7 and mire during the year. This
year we have an exceptional teacher. About 607 of the grade 8 pupils are
taking French and about 30; who are would rather not. I personally question
the value of the program at present considering the success in meeting the
objectives against the cost and time involved. The token gesture has failed!"

Vice-principal

In a 20 minute/day oral program, the importance of a competent inspiring
teacher cannot be overestimated. One reason so many kids don't continue
French in ,rade 8 and again in S.S. is that the quality of teaching in
elementary is not high enough. Kids get turned off. I would prefer 30-35
min. periods 3 times a week. Much of the 20 minute period is lost in
exr..unges, getting materials out etc.
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Vice-principal
If French is not taught until gr. 7 it should not be taught at all. The chief

result is the establishment of negative attitudes which often carry over to

high school as a prejudice against French. Un'2ss all subjects are treated

equally in grades 7-8 (e.g., all have assigned marks) students will continue
to assume (quite rightly) that French is similar to Music, Art, etc. in that

it is less important than 'mark' subjects. Insufficient written work convinces

students that other "content" subjects are more to be taken seriously than

is French.

Non-French Parent

With 5 children going through the London School System I found each
discouraged from continuing French beyond grade 10 and 1 beyond grade 12.
Our youngest child, 16, had to quit this semester because the teacher in
grade 10 was very poor and she found the grade 11 class impossible to
comprehend. ' think the semester system adds to the difficulty a half
year or a year absent from the subject is too much. I feel it should be
compulsory - but in this area with grammar, reading and writing stressed
because we do not have the opportunity to speak the language in our daily
life. But with a background of French we can certainly make our way in
the language when necessary. I have tried to encourage all our children
to take French throughout secondary school but have been discouraged by
the attitude of the school. If they don't do well, drop it. Incidentally,
all but one have taken and enjoyed Latin.

Non-French Parent

I cannot understand why French is not available to my child in grade 6
we have transferred from Haliourton to Clinton and Clinton taught French
in grade 5 to this child. I feel very sad that he is not having it this
y,..dr. I think it is most important for everyone to know French and have
every intention of learning it myself again. I had it for two years in
high school 27 years ago but the way it was taught it did not stay with
you unless you had an opportunity to practise it.

Non-French Parent
I fe21 that the French education in the elementary schools see-is to be
lacking something. My son made a comment after having taken French for
two weeks in secondary school that he had learned more in that period
than in the whole year in grade eight.

Non-French Parent
I feel that bilingual schools, similar to the Ottawa system would be very
beneficial. My children had to change from French to English scnool,
without any preparation and it was hard. As a result they forgot a lot
of their French language
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Non-French Parent
I have a son aged 11 who has been studying French from grade 5 advancement
class and he seems to be getting much more enjoyment and use out of his

course this year in grade 7 than either the two older children did by taking

it only in grade 7 & 8. He is currently, along with the rest of the class,
presenting a fairy tale or something to do with French people to the class.
They are using drawings or music or other props that relate to their
presentation. The other children didn't seem to get that enjoyment out

of their course. The oldest child received the French award for his
graduating class from public school and hasn't even taken it in high school

as he doesn't feel he will have any need for it in engineering while my
daughter is thoroughly enjoying it in grade 10 even after missing 13 weeks

last year because of an operation. I certainly don't have any solutions to

the fact that I think French should be introduced at kindergarten level,
but I do find that my 3 yr. old even enjoyes watching the French programs
on T.V. and can repeat what they say or what her older brother & sister

say to her. It seems to me that they pick up things much more readily
earlier than we are allowing them to in the current course of studies.

Elementary French Student
I feel French would be more interesting if we had more oral work than always

writing. Last year I enjoyed French because the teacher was nice and we

had a lot of games and oral work this vear has changed my mind about French

I don't like it quite as much, because we do a lot of written work. I still

intend to continue French in high school hoping it will be BETTER.

Elementary French Teacher
In your survey you compare French with subjects such as mathematics,
English and geography, which is quite right because it is of comparable

difficulty. However in our schools, French is ranked with physical
education, home economics and art and not given a mark on report cards.
We are thus denying good students a just reward for their efforts in French.
French should be given a mark and this mark should be incorporated in the
overall percentage mark of the student. We are losing some able students

because they prefer to concentrate their efforts on subjects that count:

Elementary French Teacher
Attitude, I feel is the most important factor in the teaching and learning
process. We must look for ways to improve attitude towards French instruction.
Therefore I feel the following items are necessary in a French programme.
1. Improving community attitude by showing the relevance and value of
learning the language. We have much P.R. work to do. 2. Dropping French
instruction to lower gradrs. By grade 7, student are very self-conscious
and consequently intimidated by learning to speak a new language. Perhaps
even a drop to grade 6 could make a bi(j difference in attitude. Thank you
for my long awaited opportunity to speak.
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Elementary French Teacher
I feel French instruction is important at both elementary and secondary
school levels. However I personally often feel frustrated doing itnerant French
at three schools daily with over 300 students, when 1. some teachers "just
want to finish his off" when I stand at the door and wait watching the clock
tick away. 2. teachers who have a negative attitude towards French propagate
this feeling in their classes whether consciously or not. The results are
equally disastrous. 3. French especially in gr. 8 is taught as an academic/
written /oral subject and when tested as such it should be counted as a mark
on their report cards no if ands or buts.

Elementary French Teacher
Unless French is put on a par with other subjects (i.e., give marks so that
students pass or fail) it is very frustrating to teach at the elementary

level. To teach this subject for 20 min. is not sufficient time. It is

still a very low priority subject at the elementary level.

Elementary French Teacher
Re question 18: I strorgly object to the board policy regarding French

on report cards. We can check only whether effort is "ver; good",

"satisfactory" or "more needed". There is room enough only for a four

to five word comment. We cannot grade in any way the students' achievement.

If French was included in the average, the students would automatically take

it more seriously.

Elementary French Teacher
I have requested of my principal to be removed from the area of French
instruction due to (a) class size (35 average - no less in either gr. 7
or 8). (b) lack of high interest materials. (My request for simple
workbooks and order for same is still pending), small (short story) high
interest readers are not available. (c) there is less interest and less
motivation on the part of the students to learn the language, in this area

of southern Ontario. (d) It is most difficult to handle a full programme
for level 4 and 5 in all subject areas and handle the senior (7/8 classes)

as well. I feel I am constantly pressured to produce more & more at the

4/5 level and feel a very grave responsibility toward these non French
students at the 4/5 level. (e) I would welcome the opportunity to teach

French only.
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Secondary Non-French Teacher

French should be taught by competent teachers in elementary and secondary
schools. French should be compulsory for all students. Conversational
French should be stressed. Incentives should be given for those taking
French at the secondary level. French if made compulsory should not count
in overall marks unless requested by student. Students should advance to
different levels at their own pace. I think Canada should stress French at
the expense of other languages. I don't believe that courses should be
taught in another language just for the sake of learning a subject. There
should be optional French courses just as there is today. (These optional
courses should be included in marks. Overall then, we should have compulsory
and optional courses in French. We should de-emphasize other languages.

Secondary Non-French Teacher

Conversational French seems of utmost importance to me. In my day (40's)

and still today the emphasis is on written French with grammatical fine
points exaggerated. It's not a functional French. I and my 2 sons each
have 6 years of French at least (incl. Univ. first year)and none of us is
able to speak passable French when we visit Quebec. Written French tends

to make the learning of this larguage an elitist activity. (Mediocre students

usually drop out). It's also inclined to be tedious. How about role playing,

spontaneous conversations, stimulating activities?

Secondary Non-French Teacher
I have had 3 children begin French in elementary school in London. In each
case they learned very little, but were expected by their grade 9 French
teachers to know much more. -se 3 all dropped high school French after
having the same teacher in hic. school (at 3 different levels, depending
on when they got this teacher). One was an average student, the other two
were very good students. It seems to me that the effectiveness of the teacher
is very important in this subject.

Secondary French Teacher
Elementary programme more time per class proper system of evaluation

and reporting - teacher, is possible, part of the regular staff.

Secondary programme honor graduation diploma requirements - millimu,1 2

credits in French - some Board response to the "Gitlin Report"

Secondary French Teacher
I am very interested in seeing a programme where French would be taught
at the elementary level so that the students acquire competence early in
their education. After that, I'd like to see subjects taught in French
(i.e., Math, History, etc.) so that those who wish can keep up their skills
in the language & expand their vocabulary without taking a "French" course.
Also, literature & culture courses should be offered at the secondary

level if the above system were instituted.
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Secondary French Teacher
Who are the experts in curriculum? I hope a curriculum is not going to be
developed that places too much emphasis on the whims & opinions of bigotted
& misinformed people. Long range goals are necessary in justifying French
in the curriculum. Students often don't have long range goals at the age
of 13 or 14 or even 16. A mathematics student is not a mathematiciaA at
the end of high school. Why should a French student be bilingual?
Bilingualism is an unrealistic goal.

Secondary French Teacher
Any student studying French in elementary school should be graded in oral/

aural and reading/writing skills on his report card. This mark must be

part of his general standing so that the student does NOT enter high school

expecting French to be 20 minutes of recreation. It is the cavalier attitude

of a number of my grade 9 students that is my main cause of complaint.

Secondary French Teacher
There is no mention of the difficulties encountered by the "semester"

system, e.g., unduly long periods, difficulties in timetabling, shortened

overall time. Questions 5, 6, 8 are too general as answers have to depend

of methods used, time allotted exceptions to be made for certain schools

etc. Question 8 dues not metnion time, progress, selectivity or any other

deciding factor. Question 30 raises the same problems as mentioned above.

Secondary French Teachers
Damage of semesters to language programs is devastating. Need different

levels of French instruction within schools at each grade level.

Secondary French Teacher
Every student taking French in elementary school should be gradcu in aural/

oral an6 reading/writing skills. Also every student who has successfully

completed grade 7 French should continue French in grade 8. Successful

candidates in grade 8 French should be strongly encouraged to study the

language at the secondary level.

Secondary French Teacher
Constant exposure & practice is necessary to build a skill. The semester

system prevents this by allowing a possible lay-off for a year or more.

An athlete would find such an interruption in training anything but beneficial.
More time is essential in senior high school for developing the 4 skills of
reading, writing, listening & speaking to any significant degree. Time now

averages between 2.3 & 3.5 hours per week. In the early 60's between 4
& 5 hours were allotted & then, really onl.y 2 skills (reading & writing) were

emphasized. Now, more work is to be done in less time. Now can the results

improve in such a situation?
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I feel that at the secondary level 2 separate courses should be set up in
French. One level for students seriously interested in the study of French
and one level for those who would like to be able to converse in French but
are not necessarily interested in the study of French literature. This
would do away with the ldrge number of drop outs who are at present unable
to cope with the difficulty of the subject. Also, I feel that in a bilingual
country it should be compulsory for all students to take a certain number
of courses in French. This would hopefully improve the attitudes of English
speaking Canadians towards French speaking Canadians.

Secondary French Parent
I feel strongly that French classes in secondary school should be
streamed. For the above average student, the slow pace is excruciating
and often leads to such frustration and boredom that interest in French
is completely lost. The best students give up their French at grade 13;
a sizeable group, therefore, who might do something about perpetuating
French in their own you:1g families, drop out. That is a pity. In

streamed classes, the brighter stucents could be challenged and stimulated
with more reading, literature, poetry, etc. - and writing - some introduction
to the great treasures of the lanpage so that they would be encourage to
continue French at the university level. There is another serious problem
at the secondary school level. Students have been encouraged to go on if
they are competent, skipping one of the high school years (and I agree that
at least that step is necessary to keep the child's interest and challenge
up), but then grade 13 French is finished ih 12 and there is no course
available to continue French in high school leaving a fatal gap between
high school & university. My child vitally interested in French is in
this position. It is a farce to talk of the importance of French to
Canadians when a second proposed grade 13 course in French literature is
turned down because only 13 enrolled (only 13)! and 17 are required.
If the French program is to succeed, the system must be prepared to be
more flexible than that

Secondary French Parent
believe in Canada, that our school system should teach French as spoken

the French Canadian. My son finds it difficult to understand why his
nch Canadian father who speaks French fluently, speaks a different
guage from what he learns at school. When the student completes his

French course where would he use his French except with French Canadians.
We stress the French speaking people & their culture why can't we speak the

same. The Canadian French.

Secondary French Parent
I would suggest a complete immersion involvement at the grade 9-12 level with

a middle upper class (French only speaking). family for two months par fois.
My daut,:hter did spend a week as an exchange student in Montreal & we
reciprocaLcd. It was a good experience.
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Secondary French Student
Less grammar and reading & definitely more listening & speaking using
tapes, movies & films.

Secondary French Student
I feel that French should be compulsory in grade seven and optional in grade
eight. Once in high school, French should continue to be optional. Thus,

the student, if interested in the language, can continue on with it until

university. There is no sense forcing an uninterested student into taking
French. The reason for French being compulsory in grade seven is that every
student gets a chance to try it. I believe that the system in London is
sufficient except that there should be more emphasis on speaking and listening
skills. A student in grade three barely knows English so why confuse him
with French?

Secondary French Student
I feel there isn't enough work done on oral French. We have at least one

or two tests every week Put they are all written; none of the tests are on

how well we can speak French. I also think tf.,.? teacher should tell the

students their mistakes as they are reading French instead of standing at
the front of the class and laughing at their mistakes!

Secondary French Student

I believe that it is time that more emphasis was put on the speaking of

Frhch. I know that I lack confidence and ability in my French speaking
skills and therefore I am reluctant to speak French even when the opportunity

does arise. After all, one could never survive in a French speaking area

if one can't speak the language well enoughl

Secondary French Student
I think we should spend more time or French.. In grade 7 & 8 I chose to

take French but we didn't receive c, ark and therefore everyone goofed off.

This was bad because it hurt me later. My French grounding was poor.

The teachers we had then couldn't hardle us. I wish I had started if in

grade 1 or so. Our teacher now doesn't give us enough homework & I ,eel

like I haven't learned too much this year.

Secondary French Student
At our school, the French program is very good. The grannatical and

reading skills are taught and stressed as should be the case but if we are

ever to be able to circulate in a French speaking society the oral part of

the course should be upgraded. We are at a disadvantage bccause we can only

use our French in class while the kids in Quebec can use their English and

French.
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Secondary French Student
I feel it necessary to promote more verbal communication in French. A

person may be aware of all the grammar rules, etc. and yet be unable to
carry out a conversation. In my opinion the im:portance of a second

language is primarily to exercise it and if this opportunity is not given
what's the use of taking a second language? I am Italian and speak it
rather fluently, but I can not read or write in Italian. These two

factors are of no disadvantage to me because the most important aspect of
a language is being able to speak it fluently.

Secondary French Student

I have travelled to Quebec on a student exchange and not only did I have

a good time, it helped my French tremendously. It was only by chance I

heard of it and I think these programmes should be more advertised so that

more students may benefit from them.

Two levels of French should be given for better students and students whoSecondary French Student

cannot comprehend the French studies as well. I myself am unable to

comprehend French and am doing poorly.

Secondary French Student
There should be a greater emphasis on speaking and listening. I feel

that the essentials of grammar would follow naturally; less time should

be spent on this aspect of the language. It tends to discourage some

students.



Costs and Resources

Principal

Comments: I am not happy with the present grade 7 & 8 choice where French

is now taught. The children who have interest are handicapped by those who
are not, and therefore the time and money spent is not ac.',ving the results

it should. Itinerant teachers do not have the advantage of knowing the pus
as a teacher on staff would know them. However, timetabling for French it

smaller schools with a teacher on staff is a very difficult matter and the
pupils in the regular class, of which this teacher has charge, suffer in the'

regular academic programme. If the teacher can be assigned to teach French
and perhaps have a support role on staff rather than be assigned to regular
classroom duties, this problem would be resolved. This introduces a

financial aspect.

Principal

Expanding French programs at this time wild be done at the expense of
programs and staff in other areas. Only if sufficient money and human
resources are available should it be considered.

Principal

The practical aspects, mainly cost and availability of competently trained
teachers, was not included, but they are very real challenges which must
be met. It would undoubtedly be very desirable, if we are earnest about
teaching French, to use French as the language of instruct , in some
other subject areas e.g., MCJiematics, Science, at the elementary school
level. However it would be impractical at the present time due to cost,
lack of qualified teachers, and lack of adequate instructional materials.

Principal

I think it is generally agreed that French should be started in the primary
grades and carried right on through into secondary school. However, unless
financially conditions c . le, this is not going to be possible. Therefore,
unless more money is mat-available, pe:naps the present system is the "best"
as I could see nothiny to be accomplished by having the program run through
the primary grades and then being discontinued until the student reaches
secondary school. Also, I feel that se:nnd language competency remains
almost an impossibility as long as we continue to live in an Arglo-Sax, )

vacuum. You simply can't become proficient in something that you are not
using reasonably regularly.

Vice-principal

The success of any French program will depend on the time and resources that
the school system is prepared to spend on that program. At a time of serious
budget restraints I feel that the expansion of the French program shGHld he
a very low priority item. It would appear that the grade 7, 8 French procira
is not achieving its objectives and in many cases seems to "turn-rff" the
children rather than give them the background necessary for the secondary
French program. I would like to see the elementary emphasis changed to the
primary grades using the same class loading figures as with regular subjects,
with stress continued on core subjects.
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Vice-principal
Let's put our tax dollars to use in the most effective way possible. What is

the cost of the French program? What are the $ returns? Cost of continuing

and/or maintaining and/or extending the oral French program must be measured

against (a) the statistically measured gains in proficiency of the student;

(b) the loss of teaching time in English or other subject; (c) the long-range

benefits to the students, culturally,'personally, academically and financially

in that order. Why do some grade eight pupils elect not to continue the

prograr in their second year? Greater interest in the program has been

observed by grade 3 students than by older students. Why? Special staffing

required for in-school French programs.
Personally, I have had 5 years

secondary school and 2 years university French and I cannot make myself

understood in Quebec nor can T understand my fellow Canadians who speak

French and I have tried! What a waste!!!

Elementary French Teacher
More funds should be made available for teachers to subscribe to newspapers

and magazines (in FrencW and to prepare tapes for lang. labs at the gr. 7

& 8 level. With longer periods (40) more variey could be offered (pupil

activities).
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Availability of Teachers and Teacher Training

Principal

The successor failure of the French progreal rests primarily on the personality
and ability of the French teacher in the classroom. All uhe support and

_encouragement possible by those in the school (teachers, administration) can
only supplement a good program. It cannot make the program successful.
We have had an excellent French program over the past 3 years and this is due
to the individuals that we ha,e had in the teaching role, If the personnel
is not Available, our time in school can be spent more productively for the
students in other areas, and primarily in English and mathematics.

Elementary Non-French Teacher
I have been associated with the elementary school French instruction for the
last six years. The instructional personnel have been very competent and
are very interested in their subject area. The most compecent and best able
to promote enthusiasm in their students are the teachers who get involved
with the pupils outside the classroom. French teachers who are based at one
school, and teach on rotary appear much more effective in eliciting pupil
enthusiasm and staff cooperation. Teachers who are itinerant at two or three
schools are less effective because they lack time to deal with pupils as
people. French is a valuable part of th curriculum but unfortunately is not
treated with the same importance as the Math & English subjects. The main
reason is the inability to place a teacher in each school on full time 'basis.

Secondary French Teacher
There is a very great problem in instituting more widespread French programmes.
The problem is tce number of qualified teachers of French who are fluent
and competent in Fv.ench. A programme is only as good as its teachers and
given the quality ,t )ral French teachers available at this time, expanding
the programme woula ue of little value. I rated French as "somewhat

unimportant" and by this I meant unimportant, today, to the average London

Ontario resident. Whereas ideally, i feel French should be expanded

realistically. I feel it will play a small part in a "Londoner's" life.

Secondary French Parent

The principal problem re French instruction appears to be just that - the
quality of instruction. It seems astounding that after 9 years of French
,struction, during which he invariably stood in the upper quartile of his

group, my son should be so insecure and inarticulate (relative to other
subjects he has studied). One would wonder about the suitability of the
various French teachers in the Ontario system. The French Canadians surely
do a superior job of teaching English (in P.O.) as a second language.

Secondary French Student
Games are fun to play in French. Plays are fun to act out in French.
French is very enjoyable, sometimes difficult but my teacher makes i+ fun.

It helps to have a good teacher.
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Miscellaneous and Multiple Comments

and Reactions to the Survey

Vice-principal
I appreciate, the effort which has gone into this survey and hope the result.;
are meanitigfUl. I have some regret that this effort has been concentrated in
one subjedt area and particularly one which represents a somewhat emotionally
charged issue and a subject which has undergone declining popularity since it
ceased to be compulsory in secondary schools. Perhaps this experience will
be useful in designing similar surveys for other subject areas as the system
tries to come to grips with the concept of "one curriculum" as it defines the
essential, the desirable and the possible. This survey represents an excellent
attempt to get some reaction to a curriculum matter. A suggestion-
unanticipated curveys, however worthwhile areirritating when they unavoidably
disrupt scvol programs. Sucn irritati)n would be partly avoided by designating
times for such activities e.g., first cl.?v of school in new year, new semester,
new term and designing surveys witn these dates in mind!

Secondary Non-French Teacher
Should ask how much French education the respondant has had and correlate

it to the answers in #4 and others. I question the usefulness of this survey,

what will become of the results? was it just more burcaucratic waste (spending

without justifiable reasons or expected results)? will it affect my teaching

in the future in an adverse way (i.e., attempting to cram more French down

one's throat than is good)? This undue emphasis on French may undermine

already pressing need to work more at the basics--ability to read, write, and

develop respect for others in society.

Non-French Parent
The cost - e.g. what is the cost of a survey like this. I believe that if
the school system has money for projects like this, which must be very
costly, and people to put it together we're in bad shape. This survey is
ridiculous. It is an example of the education people creating jobs and
spending money which would break a close corporation even the size of
General Motors. Why # 2? Is formal education the only education?
You're rid)culous!!

Non-French Parent
French language shoula be taught in early grades as compulsory subject.

After that I think it should be optional. I feel that the basics of the

language should he known but I think there is too much emphasis put on to

this language as there is only one province in this country speaking it.

I think that for the most part that about 90 of us will never have the

opport.Jnity to speak it anyway. As far as a French channel on the television

for a few people w1 would bother with it, or adults versed in Fr., it is

a waste of time. I also have very strong feelings against the use of the

metric system. 1 73
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Elementary French Student
,-

I think this questionnaire was a good way to exprtss yourself feeling toward
the subject and your agreements and disagreements about French programs in

schools. Also,I hope I help you to help younger people learn to speak,

write and understand French. Au revoir and rod luck.

Elementary French Parent

26(3) The quality not quantity is important. Our child has had French

in grades 7 & 48 and his lack of command of the language is appalling - yet
his marks are good What is that teacher doing?

28. We shall encourage our children to watch for good content in any
T.V. programme they watch.

33.-34. As parents we are not a help to our child with is French studies,

for we c ,Ives are not kpowled-2able in the language, We never see any

homework in French there are no extra assignments, no drills, but there

should be!

Elementary French Parent
Keep up the good work.

Secondary French Student

Personally I Seel I have benefitted by early learning of French (gr. 4) and

although slight that ex;erience helps me now. I feel it is totally necessary

to have a French 1.V. station in London. As long at the programming is
watchable, it would provide opportunity for French students to expand their

listening and understanding skills.

Secondary French Student
French is important as a secondary language because it expands your horizons

and allows for a wide variety of news. If French is pushed in Canada based

on the ides that we have to make something up to the French Canadians it

may become an issue of resentment. French should be pushed on the basis that

it expands your knowledge. To enable French to take root in English speaking

areas it should be taught early (grades 1-3) before the children are able to

develop aoy prejudices against a %econd language. It should also be taught

in a less academic fashion.

Secondary French Student
There are too many students in one class, they tend to talk more and don't

concen'.ate on French. While Half the class is listening, the other half

are fooling around. The teacher can't control most of the students.

17
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Secondary French Student

I think 3 out of days should be spent on speaking. How often are you

really going to use all that crazy grammar crap! Get serious! I've taken

French for 7 years and I'm embarassed & almost scared to talk French to a

French person because I can't reall_ put sentences together. I don't think

its my fault either, because I have taken Spanish fcr 3 years and you wouldn't

believe how well I can speak it as well as read & write it. We spend so much

time on speaking. They make us do little skits or plays eyery year, but in

French class everyone I know forges the lines the hext day.. I agree that

by grade 13 you should be able to know all the grammar and verbs (tenses)

etc. but that is all I have ever done. Our whole class hates it! By grade

13 we should be able to speak really good & we can't. Just recently we have

had a conversation group once a week, and with all the groups that have to
go for the 2 days (Tues. & Mon.) each group goes about twice a month. The

guy we have is just great but he is right from Quebec and when he speaks we

can't un'erstand a word. He has to repeat himself a dozen times before we
understand "Quel temps fait'iI "? And that is the kind of questions we are

asked from time to time. If French is started in the early grAes, it would

be just fanLastic. Boy, if I could do it all over again & do it my way

I'd probably go and live in Quebec, because I love to speak it, as well as

any other language. I speak English & German (I'm Austrian) fluently & almost

Spanish & French comes last. That is really sad, I feel. French should be

up front. I don't know, maybe it's my own intelligence capability, but
I'm not that stupid. I know some French people who are friends of the family

& when they come over my dad says "Why don't you speak French with so and so

etc." My face turns beet red every time because I'm terribly embarassed.

I feel very insecure about it. My parents always tell me "You better learn

this French well because some day you are going to really need it!" Now

what do ycu think! I've been dying to get this off my chest for so long

to let sonebody know how I & others .eel about the current French program

at our school & I'm sure other schools too! I sure hope this helps you

because I feel really sorry for a little grade nines who feels he or she

is going to be able to speak good French by the time she is finished.
Something should definitely he done about it. It could be just the teachers,

but I'm sure if they were encouraged to have conversation with us, they will

do it. I really hope what I have said makes you see what it is really like,

and if some of my friends haven't written anything like this they may be too

lazy, because we have talked about it & I know they feel the exact same way

as I do': The current French program at present is "for the birds", and

if nothing is done about it soon you can just say "Au revoir Francais"!!!

as far as I'm concerned. Please don't think I'm a little too harsh about

the whole thing, because it's all true. I think its about time somebody

out there should see the light and listen to what the stuck. c feel, instead

of letting us sit back and get all that nonsense shoved at us. Thanks a lot

fcr sending out th; survey (or questionnaire). I enjoyed it.

Secondary French Student

The French courses in primary school beginning at grades 7 & 8, begin too
late to develop a natural feeling for French. They are very lacking in
fundamentals - grammar and it is very difficult for a student entering high
school because of this lack. There is also the problem of variable degrees
of excellenceand methods of courses, and this effects the students to a great
extent. High school students shouls have wore opportunities to study French
inside and outside the clas-room. I think Ecole Alexandra is a wonderful
idea: having visited the kindergarten class.
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Secondary French Teacher

. 1. Concerning the beginning point of a French programme. I feel French

as a subject on the curriculum should not be introduced before the child
has mastered his own language; therefore, not befcre the age of seven or

eight. Thereafter comes the question of how it is to be taught. Factors

that cannot be ignored are the child's physiological and psychological
development, the use of a single programme, the philosophical-pedagogical
basis of t e programme and the resultant methodology, and the desire goals
of the programme, Once the goals level beginning point are determined, the
programme level methodology comes next. Finally there must be a certain

degree of uniformity across the system at least a core curriculum and

standard method(s) of evaluation.

2. Concerning dissatisfaction with reading-writing skills at the

elementary level. I wonder if the problem in French is not also seen by

our colleagues in English; that is to say there is a general de-emphasis

on the written word versus the spoken.

3. Concerning_the conditions under which French is taught in the elementary

panel. In a word: incredible. Ti; sometimes seems to me to be a wonder that

any French is "taught" or "learned" in situations where the teacher is

itinerant, visiting three or more schools per day; where the class size
is too great and where the teaching time is twenty minutes, less set up

time. In that students come to the secondary panel with some knowledge
of French is a testimony to the dedication, intelligence, perseverance and
resourcefulness of the teachers, not to merition the same qualities for the

students. It is time we decided to go about this the right way, or forget it.

LI, Concerning the level of proficiency of secondary school graduates.
Due to a lack cf common standards, and evaluation techniques, it is difficult

to say just what the average standard of proficiency is. My "gut" feeling

over the years, is that the average level has raised somewhat, that students are

able to express themselves orally better, that the, understand, written and

spoken French to a greater degree. They perhaps cannot quite rules of French

grammar as well, but I feel they use the language better, in more complex

patterns, using more up-to-date vocabulary. This does net mean there is no

room for improvement or improvisation. Why not make it better, if we can?

5. Concerning the relative value of French in the curriculum. I am personally

against making French a compulsor7 sUbjectTi-om point-1T entry to grade 13.

Perhaps all students should be ouliged to .,egin the study c) French, but 1

feel there should be a point where they may opt out, if they and their parents

so desire. I do not know where that point ought to be, but I do know the

futility of trying to motivate a student who hates ;a) French (b) the French

(c) Quebec (d) the Quebecois (e) school (f) teachers (g) all of the above.

At the same time I do not wish to reserve the study cf French for the 'elite".

I would not object to the 1;,clusion of French among the recommended subjects,

nor to its inclusion as a Canadian studies course. If we e3 teachers approach

students with a methadology to su't their age and desires, if _ sham ourselves

to be compete f teachers, if we do what we say we will do in and if we present

the French fact as it is with hones y and accuracy, I feel we will help thc

vast majority of students who begin a study of French.

....=1Per
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Secondary French Teacher

Suggestion: How about a standard gr. 7 & 8 which eacn teacher city wide

must conform to and be checked for twice each year or be replaced.

I was very disappointed in the elementary school French I observed in the

PD day last winter. My worst suspicions were confirmed minimal teacher

preparation, oral "busy work" that is not constructive eg. a few songs,

easily forgotten; little teacher enthusiasm or interest in the subject,

short "mini lessons" consisting mostly of review of old work, non-sequitur

topics, little student interest (how can they be when the teacher just wants

to get the lesson over as quickly as possible?) I suggest more structured

elementary French with grammar, honework, follow-ups, tests, oral drillings

(until a topic is learned!) We have to reteach the most basic, topics to

the grade 9's every year. eg, I am a boy, I have a dog, etc. We waste

one to two months on material already supposedly taught! Either drop the

whole elementary program or change it dramatically! I realize that some

schools have better teachers and programs but I can only speak of the ones

I have visited and the kids I get.

Secondary French Teacher
The questions are too vague in many areas 2.g. # 29 "basis of knowledge for

each subject". Some of the areas in #29 were easy for me and are easy for

some of our present students. All subject areas are concerned with several

disciplines and are important for the discipline alone. Too often degrees

of difficulty are made synonymous with degrees of preference. Several

answers are based on the level of language I am presently teaching but would

he different at different levels of instruction. No mention was made of

the daily cycle of the school. For example, on a semestered system sixty

or seventy or eighty minutes a day is sutficient for a language program but

there is a seven month lapse before the student resumes his studies. Almost

every answer circled requires some sort of explanation. Can attitudes really

be assessed in the manner presented in this questionnaire? It seems to me

that if the politics were removed from French we could all get on with our

task and everyone would benefit. What has happened to the Gillen report?

Are any of the results of the studies done in various fields of education

ever implemented?

Secondary French Student
I think it is a good idea to have a survey on French. My parents don't
speak French but they encourage my learning in it, but I don't mind. I

like French and intend to take it all through high school. I don't think

the public school French programmes are adequate. I would have 1.!ked to

start French in grade 1 or even kindergarden.

Secondary French Student
Every student should have the opportunity to take a second or third language

if desired but should not be required to have one simply to enter into an

university. French classroom work should be made more enjoyable and

interesting to one and all. Example films, movies, games to learn, skills

of society in French. Teachers s'muld bu more sympathetic to those who are

slow learners and reluctant to answer in class.

1Q
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education centre

165 FLMWOOD AVENUE, BOX 5873, LONDON 12, CANADA
(519) 4,39-2451

J. N. GIVEN, Director of Education

July 22, 1975.

Dr. R. C. Gardner,
Department of Psychology,
University of Western Ontario,

London, Ontario.

D-ar Dr. Gardner:

I am enclosing a memo which verifies the request

of the Board of Education for the City of London for an assess-

ment of London French Programs by the Larguage Research Group

headed by you.

The significant statement from the Board minutes

is as follows: "That the desires of the community in the City

of London with respect to the French Programs be assessed and

the Laivuage Research Group at U. W. 0. head by Dr. R. C. Gardner

carry out the study at no cost to the Board': You will note that

the Board expects an interim report by November 1975.

If you have need of further information, please

call me at 439-2451. Would you say "Hello" to Pad Smythe for me!

RTM:mb

Encl. 1

19,1

Yours truly,

R. T. Macaulay,
SUPERINTENDENT OF PROGRAM.



THE BOARD OF EDUCATION FOR THE CITY OF LONDON

Inter-Office Memo

FROM:

SUBJECT(S):

Executive Secretary':, Office DATE: 8 July 1975

DISTRIBUTION: R.T. Macaulay

The following recommendations of the Curriculum and School Operations Standing
Committee were approved.by the Board on 3 July:

TRM:js

"That a study in the City of London of the goals of the French Programme
linguistic, attitudinal, cultural etc., be undertaken."

"That the desires of the Community in the city of London with respect to
the French Programs be assessed and the Language Research Group at UWO
headed by Dr. R.C. Gardner carry out the study at no cost to the Board."

"That an interim report on the study be presented to the Standing Committee

in November 1975."

"That the Administration report to the Board with respect to Grade 8 students
not taking the optional French Program."

"That the program set out in the Position Paper-English in the Intermediate
Division be adopted."

"That the Administration will consider item 60-A (T. Fenn's motion regarding
Physical Education) when the Physical and Health Education guidelines for
primary and junior divisions are presented and where feasible incorporate
the recommendations contained in sections B,C, and D of item 60-A in the final

documents. Whrn the guidelines have received Administrative approval they

will be referred to the Curriculum Sub-committee for consideration."

"That subject to funding from the Ministry of Education a pilot project
providing a balanced educational programme for the cognitive, affective

and psychomotor domains be established. The project has received the

approval of the Executive Council"

Would you please take the necessary action.

1ct
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INTER-OFFICE MEMO

TO: Research & Evaluation Committee: Dr. Blackwell,
Dr. Bramwell, Mr. Georgeff, Mr. Macaulay, Mr. McVie

FROM: Dr. R. G. Stennett

SUBJECT: Survey of Community Attitudes Toward French Language
Programs

DATE: 8 March 1976

I have attached to this memo copies of the materials I
received from Dr. Gardner on March 5th, 1976.

Please ,'evie these materials carefully (in order to make
whatever suggesti, you might have for revision) for the next
meeting of the Research and Evaluaticr Committee which is sc'aeduled
for:

MONDAY
15th iarch
10:30 a.m.

The meeting will be held in the Director's Office.

If you have other items of an urgent nature that you would
like to include on the agenda of this meeting, please contact me
as soon as convenient.

c.c.: Mr. G. Jutras
Dr. R Gardner
Dr. P. Smythe

isc

EDUCATIONAL RESEARCH SERVICES



INTERIM REPORT

RE: THE LONDON SURVEY OF FRENCH AS A SECOND LANGUAGE

TO: The Curriculum Subcommittee
London Board of Education

FROM: The Language Research Group
Department of Psychology
University of Western Ontario

The Language Research Group received a letter dated July 22 from

Mr. R. T. Macaulay, Superintendent of Program requesting that we investigate

the "desires of the community in the city of London with respect to the

French Programs. On receipt of this request, we reviewed our schedule to

ensure that we had the time and resources to conduct such a survey, and

conducted a literature review to determine whether similar surveys had

been conducted. On the basis of our review, it would appear that such

surveys with respect to French language programs have not been conducted,

though a number of studies have solicited student opinions, and some have

investigated teacher reactions.

On Wednesday, October 16, Dr. P. C. Smythe and Dr. R. C. Gardner,

co-directors of the Language Research Group met with representatives of

the London Board of Education to outline their recommendations concerning

the nature of the survey in terms of types of samples, nature of sampling,

an types of questions, and to obtain suggestions concerning modifications

or aspects omitted. The representatives present at the meeting were:

1. W. D. VcVie, Director of Education
2 R. T. rac,tulay, Superintendent of Program

G. O. lhacher, Administrative Av,istalt to Superintendent
Prop-am

1. Jutlac,, M(.(lerr',

5. P. G. :,ten,ett, Chicf LducatIonal LewarLh services

OW-
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Types of Samples

At the meeting it was recommended that we survey the following

groups '(or samples therefrom):

1. Parents: A sampling of parents (see below for a more complete

description) of students who are currently registered in the French

as a second language program and also of students who are not

studyng French.

2. Students: A sampling of students from both the elementary and

secondary school level (see below for details).

3. French Teachers: All teachers of French at the Elementary (N=34)

and Secondary (N=54) levels.

4. Non-French Language Teachers: A sample of teachers at both the

elementary and secondary levels. The sampling at the secondary level

would require the establishment of a sampling grid so that we would

have representative groups from differing specialty areas (e.g.,

Science teachers, English teachers, Guidance Counsellors, etc.).

The details are currently under consideration.

S. ,Principals, Vice-principals, Thnsultants:

6. Board of Education Administration:

7. Board of Education Trustees:

8. Post Secondary Clients: A sampling of members of the moderns department

of thc, University of Western Ontario, Althouse College, and Fanshawe

Col loge.
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It was also recommended by the representatives of the Board that

we consider the opinions of community leaders, and views expressed in

newspaper editorials. Although such a recommendation has *merit, its

implementation requires careful planning, and may be beyond the scope of

the present investigation. This matter still under cons,deration.

Nature of Sampling

Foci...groups 3, 5, 6, 7, and 8, no sampling is required. All indi-

viduals within those groups will be sent a questionnaire with the

that they answer it anonymously. Some form of representative samplirig is

required of group 4, but this requires decisions concerning the major

categories of secondary teachers, and then the sample sizes required for

estimates of the parameters of interest.

The composition of groups 1 and 2 can best re discussed by

considering the elementary and secondary levels separately. Since the

majority of students in grades 7 and 8 are enrolled in the French program,

it is not meaningful tc consider a group of students (and their parents)

who are not registered in French. Consequently, it is planned to teL

aporox ately 100 students at each of grades 7 and 8 and their parents.

The students' and parents' questionnaires will be numerically cnie(!

permitting cross motchihg. The basis of sarplin,1 mAl,J invo;.'(
m of

classes in four different sc'',01s t

possible of the Lord,

assist US 110, ,uF

given tr 1,

sturlent',
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to obtain a sample of parents whose children are not yet registered in

French, and consequently approximately 200 parents of students in grade

6 will be tested. The children themselves, however will not be tested.

Two sample of students in the secondary schools and their parents
{- I Po.

will be tested. One will comprise
A
100 students at each of grades 9, 11,

and 13 who are registered in French, and their parents. The other will

consist of 100 students in each of grades 9, 11, and 13 who are not

registered in French, and their parents. As with the sample of elementary

school children, students will be tested in intact classes selected to

be representative of the entire London prog'am, and their parents will

obtain matched coded questionnaires,

One final sample of students and parents will be tested. This will

consist of 100 students in each of grades 7 and 9 and their parents. The

questionnaires administered to the parents be identical to th:4r

administered to the other groups of parents described above The children,

however, will be tested for languagE aptitude, and various attitudinal/

motivational characteristics, as Well as French achievement at the end

of the academic year. These data will permit the assessment of the

relationship between parental and child attitudes (which can also be

studied with the samples described above), but more importantly the

relationship between parental attitudes and children's achievement in

French and aptitude for learning languages.

Types of Questions

Our intention is to design a questionnaire which will be comprised

of some items common to all samHe.,:, and some items specific to the various

groups sampled. It is anticipated that such a questionnaire would involve

130
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approximately four to five pages of Likert-type items. Examples of the

domains to be investigated include: Attitudes toward Bilingualism,

Attitudes toward French Canadians, Attitudes toward and Knowledge of

Existing French Programmes in London, Expectations concerning potential

course goals (i.e., nature and level of both skill development and non-
. hS11=

linguistic outcomes), Opinions with respect to the importance of French

language study within the London system, Self-ratings of French language

proficiency, Background information concerning the nature and amount of

the respondents' French language training, etc.

Obviously the foregoing outline is tentative and is, therefore,

subject both to the work schedule of the Language Research Group and

obtaining the necessary cooperation of all of the groups involved. It

is anticipated that the gathering of test data will be undertaken early

in the new year.

RCG:vr
cc: W. O. McVie

R. T. Macaulay
G. 0. Thatc:er
G. Jutras
R. G. Stennett

Yours truly,

L 4,54; g
R. C. Gardner & P. C. Smythe,
Co-directors,
Language Research Group,
University of Western Ontario.
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1, November 1975

To the Member. a
The Curriculum :ad School

Operations Standing Coilaittee

Ladies and Oentlenco:

Your Ccmmittee met on the above are at 12:00 nooa at the Education
Centre. The followinct were preso.v.:

Members AuminIstratio.1_
K.0. McGill

S. Munro

M. French
A. Krupka
S. Pease
K. Blacklock
J. Liabotis

E. Antoee

Your Committtt cerorts:

P.T. acaullv
'''ha -char

Jutrns
i.G. St ender.;.

Support Staff
onl Observers

T. Mite
4. Parkinson
D. h(Koric
P. Kikr'l
P. Smythe
C. Austin
H. Ritchie, Secretary

1. That it was pointoi out the Trustee members of the Coorlittee were unable
to attend the linf!try !Yorl:shol. with reference to the tODiC of ",'ormative

Yeays Environmv;.al Aspe t:s" dal, to Staf' (A.nnittee meetings.

2. That the Comnitre reccti-.!d a written report, da'r.td 'iovember 1q7:), from

Administration, enZit-led ',;.tual Art :ho

J That the Adminiccration dtsca,..nd with th,, .oramittee '11: need for developing

an account for sew ego'pnent ft)! rheatr:: Arts. lhis t74 it 111ow a transfer

of nlaev from the ar:. Ilnpply account to the new equipment

account. It wr!,; 5w...rented :h.' t!,!' r.atct- -o direc.1 to the Board meeting
of 0 November 1975, r.s late .tom the orriclui - rrogrnme Department.

4. That the Committee dt,nolsc' nt r ,o lenTth Lhe *Interim Report with reference

to "The London :),Irve!, (; Secol0 Ln,lfwtw' t ; ea tAIL. Lanp.nage Rescarch

Groop, DeparomnIt os 1:ver.iry of :,c-1 ,-ca ')nt r:o. Tt was
pointed oot that_ cia ra,t,c.o LLe rewrt :s to ,!i';''VOT ho :: impert;:nt

the :et ;.ing cf Fren.0, )oidon C,ov-1,tv. A report, comine from
()trawl, In :Ale no d al. !),11 i;) ir,,esttrion beine
carried out In ! dow-ver, -epIL '4;11 r cre extensive
in that th strii., Is at t, y, o rev0o I u! t ,rt!--, Or it Idrim due
to t;e teaehins, of Frol....1. in :hc- c-.r1 "

It wis pointed (..a that V,' tkim; ',art in t!o qi.evey,
shauld he %s11_111.L.11,c pc t , , lot !!c' ro;a:,!ing teachivic vtench
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Report of the Cutrictilum Stsb-emr.irtoe
Page 2.4 November 197.5p continued

in the pnblie sOools n:d 400ld also he rnminded that the_teaehing_of
French will_take time :he s,hool dly from.orher_suqects in theregular school curriaulum.

It was requested trtat a copy of the onenrionnaire,to be used in the LondonSurvey of French as a Second La-AguogL)be made
availohle to the Committee.

5. That the next meeting date of the Committee was set for 2 December 1975at 3:30 p.m.. The 11,11-.:1o:w nf the -14.e:iug is to 'lisexss Senior Physicaland Health Education .;,:idollt,e,;. :t vas vinted o:ic that the actualguidelines may not be cempin.,ed at this time. It wns soggtsted
that people worhing on th.' ,tuidelines be inviteci to the meeting to
explain the gui0elines and &nv probli_ms experienced wiz.h reference tothin matter.

Your Commif:tce recommondn:

1. That the Ann,:a, Art :ibcv be codorse:1 as an on-going programme and abudget of :35,000. he approved. Thi:: ptograolaa in subl:ct to Administrative
review each year and t.'4, '',..1 .I',_ for Art. Show rmi,t denignated as aseparate beewec fr.mt tl.ar .1'. A.-1. extsultanCr; in the hodp.it printout.

The meetin,, Idionrned at 11Ag.

re-:per:troll., submitted,

g.

Chairman.
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The University of Western Ontario, London, Canada

Department of Psychology
Language Research Group

March 4, 1976.

Dr. R. G. Stennett,
Educational Research Services,
London Board of Education,

P.O. Box 5873,
LONDON, Ontario,

N6A 4T5.

Dear Dr. Stennett:

R C Gardner and P C Srr ythe
Suite 8228
Social Science Centre

The purpose of this letter is to present to the London Board of Education,

through your office, the materials and general plan associated with our assessment

of London French Programs. You will recall that we were requested by Mr. R. T.

Macaulay, Superintendent of Program, by letter dated July 22, 1975 to conduct such

an assessment because of the following statement made by the Board:

"That the desires of the community in the City of London with respect to

the French Programs be assessed and the Language Research Group at U.W.O.

headed by Dr. R. C. Gardner carry out the study at no cost to the board."

Since then our group has expended considerable resources and time in

developing a series of questionnaires, and we currently have materials prepared to

be administered to each of the following groups:

1. Teachers of French

2. Teachers of Subjects other than French

3. Trustees, Central Office Administration, Principals, Vice-principals,

and Guidance Counsellors

4. Students

5. Parents

Thne questionnaires were developed following consultation with a number

of groups. In the first instance, Dr. Smythe and I met on October 16 with five

representatives of the Board of Education to reyiew our plans with respect to

general content and potential respondents. Dr. Smythe met with the Curriculum

Subcommitt2o oil November 4, 1975, presented our revised plan as of that date, and

received feedack. Since then considerable time has been deyoted to constructing

and writing items and revising them following consultation with Mr. Jutras, French

Coordinator, you..melf and Dr. Bramwell, Chief of Measurement and Evaluation

Services. The questionnaires presented here represent our final attempts to meet

all the sugqesti,s and criticisms of the various individuals who assisted us.

I should add 6at WQ greatly appreciate this assistance, but it is my judgment

that no further substantive modifications can be made. We are submitting them

to the London Boa,A of Education for final approval before conducting the survey.
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Dr. R. G. Stennett Page 2 March 4, 1976

We will delay printing the questionnaires in their final form in case specific
mod4:ications have to be made. The copies included here are offset reproductions
of the materials as they will be sent to the printer for photo-reduction and
preparation as questionnaire booklets.

Attached to each questionnaire except those intended for students will be

a letter which we would request that Mr. McVie, Director of Education sign to

indicate his sponsorship of the survey. Obviously, Mr. McVie may wish to modify

the letter, but we are including a version of it here to indicate that such

correspondence is intended.

As we discussed some time ago, it seems imperative that we conduct the
survey after the Winter Holidays, and we would plan to begin on or about April
5, 1976. Since we would hope to submit to the Board of Education a report early
this summer, we feel we must begin testing by April 5 to permit us the necessary
time to collect, keypunch, analyze and report the findings.

The following represents our final plan for the distribution and
collection of the materials. These are presented separately for each of the
groups as follows:

Teachers of French. A questionnaire will be distributed to each Teacher of French
through the Board of Education Courier Service in a personally addressed envelope.
It will be accompanied by a return addressed envelope in which the completed
questionnaire can be sent to the Research Office of the Board. These will be
received in bulk by the Language Research Group unopened thus ensuring anonymity.

Teachers of Subjects Other Than French. A questionnaire will be distributed to
a sample of approximately 150 teachers in the same manner described above. These
teachers will be sampled by school. We feel that it is necessary to consult with
you and Mr. Jutras in the selection of these schools.

Trustees, Central Office Administration, Principals, Vice-principals and Guidance
Counsellors. This questionnaire will be distributed as above to all Trustees,
members of the Central Office Administration at the position of Area Superintendent
and aboic, and all Principals, Vice-principals, and Guidance Counsellors.

Students. Questionnaires will be distributed as above to each of the thirteen
secondary schools that have French programmes. In each school, the questionnaire
will be admir.istered to one intact French class at each of grades 9, 11 and 13.
At the elementary level, one feeder school will be selected for each of the
thirteen secondary schools. At each selected elementary school one grade 7 and
one grade 8 French class will complete the questionnaire. It is anticipated that
the que;tionn,Aire should be filled in during the regular French class period.
The completed forms will he sent directly to the Research Office of the Board
for collection by the Language Research Group. It is anticipated that testing
of stud.its will be conducted by the teachers concerned who will be supplied with
instruction; concerning the admini'Aration.
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Dr. R. G. Stennett Page 3 March 4, 1976

Parents_ Questionnaires for parents of students wno are enrolled in French
programmes will be numerically coded and included in the packet that each student
receives during his French class. These questionnaires will be taken home by the
students and upon completion returned to the school in an envelope provided.

In order to assess the attitudes and opinion of parents whose children
do not take French, in each of the secondary schools above, questionnaires will
be distributed to an equal number of non-French classes at grades 9, 11, and 13
for the students to take home. Completed questionnaires will :le returned to

school as above.

At the elementary level one grade 6 class of stude.,_, at each of the
above 13 schools will be given questionnaires to be taken home for their parents.
In all oc the above instances only one questionnaire will be LJmpleted by each
of the families involved.

Compl-Aed questionnaires will be sent directly to the Research Office of
the Board for collection by the Language Research Group.

In order to assess the nature of the relationships amr, parents'
attitudes, childrens' attitudes and French achievement, we will be requesting
measures of French achievement for the students involved. At the secondary level

this will merely require copies of the students' final course grades in French.
However, if French is an ungraded course at the elementary 'evel, we would request
teachers fill out a brief rating form for each student.

In addition to the above samples, one further group of grade 8 students
(approximately 10 French classes) will be administered a short (20 minute) French
achievement test and a version of the National Test Battery that we have been
using in our grant-sponsored research. The parents of these students (i.e., one
per household) will receive the same parents' questionnaire used in the main body

of the "London Survey of French as a Second Language". These applications will

permit us to investigate the relationship between this parent questionnaire and
the student attitph/motivation battery that we have developed. Finally, in order

to satisfy some of the theoretical concerns (i.e., reliability, the effect of

parental attitudo on excur:-.ion programmes, etc.) we have developed during our

own research pi.oi(ct we would pla, to administer the attitude/motivation battery

to this group o:- ,,tudents a second time after an interval of approximately six

weeks. All of the testing in this phase of the study will he conducted by the

staff of the Laotwage Research Group.
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Dr. R. G. Stennett Page 4 March 4, 1976

We trust that the plans presented here, and the accompanying questionnaires
provide a sufficient overview of our intention to permit the Board to make the
necessary decision concerning the implementation of this survey. As stated above
we believe it is imperative that the survey begin around April 5, 1976 and
consequently we would appreciate a response to this letter as soon as convenient.

RCG:vr
Enclosures

Yours sincerely,

A 2
A C -4-e-----)---/--""

R. C. Gardner, Ph.D.,
Director,

Language Research Group.
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Asa :: e;,

To: Teachers of ir.ementery :7eeech

Subject(e) : March meeting, .Londen Servey of French ae a 2nd. Language, Report

on studio:ne put French clesces for "supervision" only.

1. A reminder that at our 'Zorkshop en,5 March, it waa decided that there w'niid

not be a monthly meeting in March - due to 'March beak etc. Our next meeting

will be in April - ronday, 26 April. 21eaee ma he a NOTE.

2. London Survey of French as a Second Laneuege:,

Thin is a proposed siexey oZ repreeeatative &roues of Students, ( 7,8,9

11, and Grade 13) , of Parents, of all Teacbers of French, of some other

teachers, of Trusteos, senior Admenisteation, FrincIpals etc. which has been

in preparation since last Oetee.er. The ezenreena pose is to gather, np.Rnas

information, opinicne ancl attitudes uyeards the teeching of French in the London

Board, which data will provide direction to the Director and Superintendent of

Progrcm Curriculem recta ding Cee peesent French pregram and if indicated,

adjustment cad chatgee which ehou:_d be ?lamed and effected. It is hoped to

start the Survey around 5 April. In any case all concerned will be advised by

the Director - and full deeailc and diesction given at that time.

3. Students NOT teking..:renet_der_REnieion during the French class period.

reuld you please report to ne act eoea as peeeiWe, all clneses of French

wteich /Ace include studenre the are net tekine french - and ere in the class

under cupeevision only. In the report, include the School, the class, and

number of "non-freech" students under supereision. Fend your report to

French Consultant - Preeram-CeeL. et tea Eaucation Centre.

nave a .3COD ?larch Break,

Gilles Jutras.

Consulnant - Modern Languages.

- If yeu aee plea:nine to ;:e tend ccalfeeenca in Toronto on rriday

and/or Satediday 2 and 'Led. Apeil, plece let ire i:r11%.7 asap. I shall attend

Friday only - leaving Lendon at 6.00 and ::.c.:;:ze-:zg same evening ( after'

supper). So Ear, have enly one paceBneer with me, - there is room for 4 more'

Transportation FR:SE - can ou get a evupIe of W$ from your Principal to helf

with luaeh and dinner ???.
1 9
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London Free Press
A

. Friday, April 9, 1976

Quality instruction
in French suffering

By CHERYL HAMILTON
of The Free Press

A province-wide shortage of
French teachers for elementa-
ry schools is affecting the
quality of education for some
students in the Grade 7 and 8
French program in London,
directo: of education Doug
McVie said Thursday.

Mr. Mc Vie told the board of
educatias program commit
tee that in some cases "we are
pretending to teach French to
7 and 8."

11P said the itinerant French
teachers who travel from
school to school have too many
students to handle.

He said the administration
has been attempting to phase
out the itinerant system gradu-
ally as teachers arc hired nho
can teach French in their own
school along with their regular
program.

With itinerant teachers see-
ing as many as 250 students a
week, "there isn't any pupil-
teacher relationship built up at

all in those circumstances," he
told the committee.

He said later in an interview
that there are about 12 itiner-
ant French teachers. He said
about 20 per cent of the Grade
7 and 8 pupils would be affect-
ed "strongly" by problems of
over1oad on the itinerant
teachers.

The director said because of
a declining enrolment situation
in London, the board hasn't
been looking for teachers when
French teachers have been on
the market.

The expansion of French
programs has eaten into the
supply across Ontario, he said.

Mr. McVie said the province
should take steps to encourage
the teachers' colleges to
graduate more elementary
school teachers who can teach
French.

He said the London board
has put a priority in its hiring

which he saia is li...ued at
this time because it is difficult
to project the rate of attrition
in the system on the ability

) teach French in elementary
school.

Pupils in Grade 7 must take
20 minutes of French a day,
but those in Grade 8 are given
the optlon.to take it or not.

Mr. McVie said a 30-minute
period would give maximum
teaching value to the French
program. "Fm not sure 20
minutes a day is very effec-
tive."

lle said another problem
with the itinerant system is
that the teacher isn't available
after class for children with
problems.

The program committee was
discussing the topic of the
teacher supply because of a re
quest from the Masonville
Public School Parent Teacher
Association that a pilot project
in primary French be reinstat-
ed.

The parents said a pilot pro
ject begun three years ago was
discontinued last June.

Mr. McVie said the primary
French program at Masonville
only went ahead in the first
place because there was a
teacher available to teach it.
He said staffing changes
prompted the program's
demise.

The committee decided to ta-
ble the whole issue of the sys-
tem's elementary school
French program until a later
meeting when surveys of pub.
:I( attitudes on French instruc-
two should be available.



London Free Press

Tuesday, April 13, 1976

Upgrading French instruction

In his latest annual report, Official
Languages Commissioner Keith Spicer
underlined once again the pressing
need for more functionally bilingual
high school and university graduates.
He cited a report concerning the teach-
ing of French as a second language in
eight countries (not including Janada),
which co eluded that a minimum of
from three to five hours a week of
French instruction for from six to se-
ven consecutive years is necessary to
enable the average student to achieve
"a useful and functiond level of com-
petence' 'in the French lai.guage.

Academic high schools in Lonti,.. )f-
fer optional French courses prov .ng
from 3% to almost six hours of instruc
tion a week. This would seem to be
adequate, but if high-school students
are to have the opportunity to be func-
tionally bilingual 'Ton graduation, in-
tensive French instruction must also
be available at least from Grade 8. and
preferably from Grades 5 or 6.

Unfortunately, elementary schools in
London only provide French instruc-
tion for 20 minutes a day in Grades 7
and 8. Such a limited time is virtually
useless.

The board of education should esta-
blish the objective of providing stu-
dents in advanced classes with
minutes a day of French instruction
during Gr des 6 to S.

Experts in French teaching affirm
that by Grade 8, these students would
have a sufficient grasp of French to

understand a course in geography or
history taught in the French language.
Accordingly, half the time devoted to
instruction in French in Grade 8 ad-
vanced classes might profitably relate
to some subject other than French lan-
guage and literature, itself.

In one or two of the city's high
schools, optional instruction in French
for advanced students might be ex-
tended to 50 per cent of the curriculum.
Such a comprehensive reform would
have to be phased in over several
years, because of an acute shortage of
qualified French-speaking teachers.
With proper management, there would
be no .additional cost to the school
board Fecause the few French-speak-
ing tes.:.hers required would replace
some current English-speaking teach-
ers as they retire or voluntarily with-
draw their services.

Some people advocate compulsory
French instructiou f3r all high school
students. This would be unwise, be-
cause many students lack the interest
or ability to learn French. However, it
would be sensible for the province to
establish minimum French standards
for all . niversity entrants and gradu-
ates. That these future leaders of the
country should be able to communicate
in both official languages is obviously
desirable. Yet only the province of
Quebec requires all university gradu
ates to meet minimum staidardsef se-
condlanguage knowledge, whether
English or French.

201



,

L

London Free Press

Wednesday, Nay 5, 1976

)

.

"IF! DON'T 1VANT TO LEARN FRENCII,WillTNEYPAY/1)E TO LE.WE PIE CL.45 ?"

1
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Education Centre.
165 Elmwood Avenue,
Box 5873, London, Ontario, Canada. NGA 4T5

Telephone (519)439 2451

EINEEN The hoard of Education for the City of London
W. Douglas McV:e. Director of Education

April 1, 1976.

Dear Principal:

The Board of Education is conducting a survey to ascertain the
attitudes and opinions of the city of London with respect to our French
programmes. This survey is being conducted for the Board by the Language
Research Group at the University of Western Ontario. This letter is to
advise you that your school has been selected to participate in the survey.
The survey will be soliciting the attitudes of School Board personnel
(both teaching and administrative), students and parents.

Sometime in mid-April we will be sending to your school question-
naires for:

1. principal

2. vice-principal

3. guidance counsellors (if any)
4. French teacher
5. a sample of teachers of other subject areas
6. students enrolled in French and their parents - i.e., 1 grade 7 and

1 grade 8 class

7. parents of students not taking French - i.e., 1 grade 6 class

8. instructions for teachers administering the questionnaires.

We would appreciate it if you will fill in the ehclosed card so
that we will know to whom the test materials and complete instructions
for administration for your school should be sent. It is anticipated that
the students will be tested during their regular French period and that
the testing will be supervised by the classroom teacher. Parent question-

naires will be sent home and returned by the students involved.

When all of the questionnaires are completed including principal's,
vice-principals', guidance counsellors', teachers of other subjects',
students', and parents', please send them by Boa-a Courier to Educational

Research Services at the Education Centre. From there they will be picked

up by the Language Research Group. All questionnaires will be treated with
the utmost confidentiality and individual respondents will not be identified

by name.

Thnak you for your cooperation in this matter.

Yours sincerely,

r)i;C/C/4

i
L/ 1/4e

W. D. McVie,
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Education Centre,
165 Elmwood Avenue,

Box 5873. London, Ontario. Canada. NGA 4T5

Telephone (519)439 2451

The Board of Education for the City of London
W. Douglas Mc Vie, Director of Education

April 1, 1976.

Dear Principal:

The Board of Education is conducting a survey to ascertain the
attitudes and opinions of the city of London with respect to our French
programmes. This survey is being conducted for the Board by the Language
Research Group at the University of Western Ontario. This letter is to
advise you that your school has been selected to participate in the survey.
The survey will be soliciting the attitudes of School Board personnel
(both teaching and administrative), students and parents.

Sometime in mid-April we will be sending to ynur school question-
naires for

1. principal
2. vice-principals
3. guidance counsellors
4. French teachers
5. a sample of teachers of other subject areas

6. students enrolled in French and their parents (1 class each at grades
9, 11, and 13)

7. parents of students not taking French. This will involve approximately
the same sample sizes as in 6 above (i.e., 1 class each at grades 9,
11, and 13).

8. instructions for teachers administering the auestionnaires.

We would appreciate it if you will fill in the enclosed card so
that we will know to whom the test materials and complete instructions
for administration for your school should be sent. It is anticipated that
the students will be tested during their regular French period and that
the testing will be supervised by the classroom teacher. Parent question-

naires will be sent home and returned by the students involved.

When all of the questionnaires are completed including principal's,
vice-principals', guidance counsellors', teachers of other subjects',
students', and parents', please send them by Board Courier to Educational

Research Services at the Education Centre. From there they will be picked

up by the Language Research Group. All questionnaires will be treated with
the utmost confidentiality and individual respondents will not be identified

by name.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

ypurs sinc9r9ly,
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W. D. McVie,
Director of Education.



The University of Western Ontario, London, Canada

avartment of Psychooch
Lanquaw Research Grow)

R C Gardner and P C Smythe
Su to 8228
Social Soence Centre

April 13, 1976.

As you are now aware the Board of Education is conducting a survey to
ascertain the attitudes and opinions of the city of London with respect to our
French programmes. This survey is being conducted for the Board by the Language
Research Group at the University of Western Ontario. This letter is to inform
you of the procedures to be followed at your school. The survey will be
soliciting the attitudes of School Board personnel (both teaching and adminis-
trative), students and parents.

Please find enclosed in this box:

1. questionnaires for students enrolled in French and their parents

2. questionnaires for parents of students not taking French

3. instructions for teachers administering the questionnaires

4. class lists for French teachers.

Please have one grade 7 French class and one grade 8 F,-ench class

complete the survey during their regular French period. At the same time these
students will be given a numerically coded questionnaire to take home for their

parents to complete. These parent questionnaires should be returned to the

school by the students within one week.

We also request that one grade 6 non-French class be selected. Each

student in this class not taking French will take home a parent questionnaire

which should also be returned within one week. Note, the students in the non-
French class will not complete a questionnaire themselves.

When all of the questionnaires are completed including principal s,
vice-principals', guidance counsellors', teachers of other subjects', students',
and parents', please send them by Board Courier to Educational Research Services

at the Education Centre. From there they will be picked up by the Language

Research Group.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.

20C

Yourssincerely,

Cindy Tillythe,

Research Coordinator,
Language Research Group.



The University of Western Ontario, London, Canada

Department of Psychology
Language Research Group

R C Gardner and P C Smythe
Suite 8228
Social Science Centre

April 13, 1976.

As you are now aware the Board of Education is conducting a survey to
ascertain the attitudes and opinions of the city of London with respect to our
French programmes. This survey is being conducted for the Board by the Language
Research Group at the University of Western Ontario. This letter is to inform
you of the procedures to be followed at your school. The survey will be
soliciting the attitudes of School Board personnel (both teaching and adminis-
trative), students and parents.

Please find enclosed in this box:

1. questionnaires for students enrolled in French and their parents
2. questionnaires for parents of students not taking French
3. instructions for teachers administering the questionnaires
4. class lists for French teachers.

Please have one grade 9 French class, one grade 11 French class and
one grade 13 French class complete the survey during their regular French
period. At the same time these students will be given a numerically coded
questionnaire to take home for their parents to complete. These parent question-
naires should be returned to the school by the students within one week.

We also request that one grade 9, one grade 11 and one grade 13 non-
French class be selected. Each student in these classes not taking French
will take home a parent questionnaire which should also be returned within
one week. Note, the students in the non-French classes will not complete a

questionnaire themselves.

When all of the questionnaires are completed including principal's,
vice-principals', guidance counsellors', teachers of other subjects', students',
and parents', please send them by Board Courier to Educational Research Services
at the Education Centre. From there they will he pic',ed up by the Language
Research Group.

Thank you for your cooperation in this matter.
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Yours sincerely,

irw-7704
Cindy S ythe,

Research Coordinator,
Language Research Group.



Elementary School French Teachers' Instructions for the

Administration of the Student Questionnaire

Please give each student in your class a stapled packet containing
two questionnaires. One envelope, marked STUDENT, he will fill out in
class and return to you in its envelope. The other envelope, marked PARENT,
is to be taken hom to be completed. Students should carefully remove the
staple joining the two envelopes in order to separate the questionnaires.
Parents have been asked to have their children return their envelopes to the
school. Please give both the students' and parents' completed questionnaires
to the school office. From there they will be sent to Educational Research
Services at the Board to be picked up by the Department of Psychology's
Language Research Group.

Instructions for the students appear in the front of the booklet.
Please be sure to emphasize that each child takes home the questionnaire
given to him. They are coded so that parent and student questionnaires
can be matched.

You will appreciate the importance of confidentiality and anonymity
with respect to the survey. Therefore, you will also find enclosed
a sheet of paper with a series of numbers printed on it. These numbers
correspond to the numbers on the students' questionnaires. Please
circulate this sheet while the students are answering their questionnaire
and have the students print their names beside the number that appears
on their questionnaire. We request that you keep this list so that you
can send us French skill ratings for each student. Toward the end
of the term you will receive a brief rating form for each student which
will be identified only by means of this number and you will be asked
to rate each student.

Thank you very much for your cooperation.
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Secondary School French Teachers' Instructions for the

Admin;Ltration of the Student Questionnaire

Please give each student in your class a stapled packet containing

two questionnaires. One envelope, marked STUDENT, he will fill out in

class and return to you in its envelope. The other envelope, marked

PARENT, is to be taken home to be completed. Students should carefully

remove the staple joining the two envelopes in order to separate the

questionnaires. Parents have been asked to have their children return

their envelopes to the school. Please give both to students' and parents'

completed questionnaires to the school office. From there they will be

sent to Educational Research Services at the Board to he picked up by the

Department of Psychology's Language Research Group.

Instructions for the students appear in the front of the booklet.

Please be sure to emphasize that each child takes home the questionnaire

given to him. They are coded so that parent and student questionnaires

can be matched.

You will appreciate the importance of confidentiality and anonymity

with respect to the survey. Therefore, you will also find enclosed

a sheet of paper with a series of numbers printed on it. These numbers

correspond to the numbers on the students' questionnaires. Please

circulate this sheet while the students are answering their questionnaire

and have the students _print their names beside the number that appears

on their questionnaire. We request that you keep this list so that you

can send us the final French grades for each student. Toward the end

of the term you will receive a sheet containing only these numbers and

you will be asked to record the grades beside the appropriate number.

Thank you very much for your cooperation.
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Teachers' Instructions for Students Not Taking French

.1

Please give each student in your class who is not
taking French an envelope marked PARENT to take home to

be completed. Parents have been asked to have their
children return their questionnaire to the school.
Please deliver the parents'-completed questionnaires to
the school office. From there the will be sent to
Educational Research Services of the Board to be picked
up by the Department of Psychology's Language Research
Group.

Thank you very much for your cooperation.
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Lducation Centre.
165 Elmwood Avenue,
Box 5873, London Ontario, Can.xia, NGA 4T5

Telephone (519)439 2451

The ?leotard of Educauon for the City of London
W. Douglas McVie, Director of Education

April 1, 1976.

To All Central Office Administration, Trust,es:

The enclosed survey is being conducted by the
Language Research Group of the Department of Psychology
at the University of Western Ontario at the request of
the Board of Education's Curriculum Subcommittee. With
this survey we hope to be able to assess the general
climate of opinion about the teaching of Frencn in
London.

Since we need your assistance we would appreciate
your taking a few minutes to answer this questionnaire.
Instructions appear in the front of the booklet. Once
you have completed the questionnaire please put it in
the self-addressed envelope and return it to Educational
Research Services where it will be picked up by the
Language Research Group.

Thank you very much for your cooperation.

Yours sincerely,

Mr. W. D. McVie,
Director of Education.
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Education Centre,
165 Elmwood Avenue,
Box 5873, London, Ontario, Canada. NGA 4T5

Telephone (5191439.2451

milmwpwom The Board of Education tor the Myer Landon
W. Douglas McVie, Director of Education

1 April 1976

To All Principals:

The enclosed survey is being conducted by
the Language Research Group of the Department of
Psychology at the University of Western Ontario at
the request of the Board of Education's Curriculum
Subcommittee. With this survey we hope to be able
to assess the general climate of opinion about the
teaching of French in London.

Since we need your assistance we would
appreciate your taking a few minutes to answer
this questionnaire. Instructions appear in the
front of the booklet. Once you have completed the
questionnaire please put it in the self-addressed
envelope, seal the envelope, and return it, along
with the teachers', students' and parents' question-
naires, to Educational Research Services at the
Education Centre. From there it will be picked up
by the Language Research Group.

Thank you very much for your cooperation.

Yours sincerely,

W. \p. McVIE
Directo of Education
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Education Centre.
165 Elmwood Avenue,
Box 5873, London, Ontario, Canada. NGA 4T5

Telephone (519)439.2451

%room The Board of Educedokt for the City of London
W Douglas Mc Vie, Director of Education

1 April 1976

To All Teachers, Vice-principals,
Guidance Counsellors:

The enclosed survey is being conducted by
the Language Research Group of the Department of
Psychology at the University of Western Ontario at
the request of the Board of Education's Curriculum
Subcommittee. With this survey we hope to be able
to assess the general climate of opinion about the
teaching of French in London.

Since we need your assistance we would
appreciate your taking a few minutes to answer
this questionnaire. Instructions appear in the
front of the booklet. Once you have completed the
questionnaire please put it in the self-addressed
envelope, seal the envelope, and return it to the
School Office. From there it will be sent by the
Board's Courier Service to the Education Centre
where it will be picked up by the Language Research
Group.

Thank you very much for your cooperation.

Yours sincerely,

W. I1 . Mc VIE
Director of Education
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SURVEY OF ATTITUDES AND OPINIONS

CONCERNING THE FRENCH

PROGRAMMES IN THE LONDON PUBLIC SYSTEM

QUESTIONNAIRE FOR TRUSTEES, ADMINISTRATION,

PRINCIPALS, VICE-PRiNCIPALS AND GUIDAN:E COUNSELLORS

Conducted by
Language Research Group (E) 1976

Department of Psychology
University of Western Ontario

for
The London Board of Education
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This survey is being conducted by the Language Research Group of

the Department of Psychology at the University of Western Ontario at the

re,uest of the CurriculLm Subconnittee of the Board of Education to

determine the community's attitudes and opinions about the teaching of

French. Questionnaires are being answered by parents, students, teachers,

administrators, and Board trustees in order to assess the general climate

of opinion. Although the results of the survey may not result in any

immediate changes, by expressing your opinion you will be providing thu

Board with valuable information for its consideration.

We should emphasize that 'or most questions there are no "right" or

"wrong" answers, and that your answers will be treated with the strictest

confidence.

For most of the following questions you are asked to respond by

circling the alternative below it which best indicates your opinion.

Some questions require a written response, and others have more specific

instructions. If you feel that this survey has ()witted any important

issues, please use the space provided at the end of this questionnaire

to present your ideas.

While most of the questions are concerned with your attitude and

opinion, some relate to factual matter. You will note that beside
II ii

these questions there is a place to circle No Opinion if you feel you

do not have sufficient background information.

WHEN YOU HAVE COMPLETED THE QUESTIONNAIRE

PLEASE PUT JT INTO THE ENVELOPE PROVIDED AND SEAL IT
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1. Please check the group to which you belong: Trustees

Central Office
Administration

Principals

Vice-principals

Guidance
Counsellors

Each o6 the 6atowing questions can be answeited by simpty akaing the

atteknative below the statement which best descnibes yawn. opinion.

2. Please rate your own French skills on the following scales:

(a) I read French

Not at all Slightly

(b) I write French

Somewhat Quite Well Fluently

Not at all Slightly

(c) I speak French

Somewhat Quite Well Fluently

Not at all Slightly

(d) I understand spoken French

Somewhat Quite Well Fluently

Not at all Slightly Somewhat Quite Well Fluently

3. Are you satisfied with the integration of the elementary and secondary

school French programmes?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes Op'
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4. Do you feel the elementary French programme is a good Preparation for the

secondary school programme?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely No

No No Yes Yes Opinion

5. Do you feel enough time each week is spent on French:

(a) at the elementary level?

Definitely Probably. Sufficient Probably Definitely No

Too Much Too-Much Too Little Too Little Opinion

(b) at the secondary level?

Definitely Probably Sufficient Probably Definitely No

Too Much Too Much Too Little Too Little Opinion

6. At what grade level do you feel it is best for a child to begin studylpg

French in school?
No

Grade: Kindergarten 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 .Opinion

7. I feel it is important for children to study French primarily because

it will enable them to communicate with French speaking people and appreciate

their culture.

Strongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly

Disagree Disagree Agree Agree

8. I feel it is important for children to study French primarily because

they will probably need it in their future careers.

Strongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly

Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
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9. Rate the importance for students of each of the following outcomes of a

French programme.

(a) Development of French reading skills.

Very
Unimportant

Moderately Neutral Moderately Very

Unimportant Important Important

(b) Appreciation of how French Canadian people live.

Very Moderately Neutral Moderately Very

Unimportant Unimportant Important Important

(c) Appreciation of European French music and literature.

Very Moderately Neutral Moderate Very

Unimportant Unimportant Important Important

(d) Development of French speaking skills.

Very Moderately Neutral Moderately Very

Unimportant Unimportant Important Important

(e) Awareness of job opportunities where a knowledge of French is beneficial.

Very Moderately Neutral Moderately Very

Unimportant Unimportant Important Important

(f) Development of French writing skills.

Very Moderately Neutral Moderately Very

Unimportant Unimportant Important Important

(g) Improvement of understanding of English through comparison of

linguistic structures.

Very Moderately Neutral Moderately Very

Unimportant Unimportant Important Important

(h) Development of French listening skills.

Very Moderately Neutral Moderately Very

Unimportant Unimportant Important Important
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10. I feel that Canadians should be able to speak the two official languages.

Strongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly
Disagree Disagree Agree Agree

11. French should only be taught to students of average or higher ability.

Very definitely Probably Neutral Probably Very definitely
No No Yes Yes,

12. Do you feel the school system should provide students with more opportunities

to travel to locations where the majority of the people speak French?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

13. Do you feel there should be more exchange programmes between London French

students and French speaking students from Quebec?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

. 14. Do you feel there is a need for a French television station in London?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

15. Once the French television channel is available do you intend to watch it?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

219



16. Considering the fact that introducing or expanding programmes can be costly

and does take time and resources away from other subject areas, indicate your

feelings about each of the following.

1. French should be taught to all students in grades 1 to 3.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

2. French should be taught to all students in grades 4 to 6.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

3. More time should be given to teaching French in grades 7 and 8.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

4. More credits (i.e., hours per week) should be required in French at the

secondary school level.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

5. Every student should have the opportunity to enroll in a French Immersion

school (i.e., a school for English speaking students where instruction is

primarily in French).

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

17. Do you think there should be collaboration between the French department

and other departments so that other subject areas may be taught in part

in French?

Very definitely Probably Neutral Probably Very definitely

No No Yes Yes
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18. Do you feel that a child who has satisfactorily completed French in the

existing programmes in London at both the elementary and secondary school

levels should be able to:

(a) Speak French well.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

(b) Read French well.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes

(c) Understand spoken French well.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally

No No Yes

Yes

Very definitely
Yes

(d) Write French well.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

19. What do you feel is the optimal French class size:

(a) at the elementary level

less than 15 15-20 20-25 25-30 30-35 over 35

(b) at the secondary level

less than 15 15-20 20-25 25-30 30-35 over 35

20. What do you feel is the optimal class size for other academic subjects?

(e.g., Math, Science, English, etc.)

(a) at the elementary level

less than 15 15-20 20-25 25-30 30-35 over 35

(b) at the secondary level

less than 15 15-20 20-25 25-30 30-35 over 35
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21. Following are a number of school subjects. On the basis of your knowledge

for each subject please make ratings on the two scales following it. On

this page, you are asked to rate six elementary school subject areas.

(a) Mathematics

(i) elementary school

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

(b) Language Arts(i.e., English Reading, Spelling, etc.)

About Somewhat VeryVery Somewhat
Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important

(c) French

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

(d) Social Sciences (i.e., Man and Society, Current Events, etc.)

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important

(e) Geography

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important

(f) Science

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant
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21. Please rate the following secondary school subject areas.

(a) Mathematics

(ii) secondary school
---

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Important

(b) English

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Important

(c) French

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Important

(d) History

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Important

(e) Geography

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Important

(f) Science

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant
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22. We would appreciate any comments you might have regarding any issues that you

feel are important that may or may not be covered in this questionnaire.
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SURVEY OF ATTITUDES AND OPINIONS

CONCERNING THE FRENCH

PROGRAMMES IN THE LO!DON PUBLIC SYSTEM

QUESTIONNAIRE FOR TEACHERS OF SUBJECT AREAS

OTHER THAN FRENCH

Conducted by
Language Research Group 0 1976

Department of Psychology
University cf Western Oniario
for

The London Board of Education
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This survey is being conducted by the Language Research Group of

the Department of Psychology at the University of Western Ontario at the

request of the Curriculum Subcommittee of the Board of Education to

determine the community's attitudes and opinions about the teaching of

French. Questionnaires are being answered by parents, students, teachers,

administrators, and Board trustees in order to assess the general climate

of opinion. Although the results of the survey may not result in any

immediate changes, by expressing your opinion you will be providing the

Board with valuable information for its consideration.

We should emphasize that there are no "right" or "wrong" answers,

and that your answers will be treated with the strictest confidence.

For most of the following questions you are asked to respond by

circling the alternative below it which best indicates your opinion.

Some questions require a written response, and others have more specific

instructions. If you feel that this survey has omitted any important

issues, please use the space provided at the end of this questionnaire

to present your ideas.

WHEN YOU HAVE COMPLETED THE QUESTIONNAIRE

PLEASE PUT IT INTO THE ENVELOPE PROVIDED AND SEAL IT
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1. (a) Please check panel on which you teach: Elementary

Secondary

(b) If you teach one subject area more than others please indicate the subject.

2. Please state the number of years you have taught.

3. Which grade(s) (levels) do you teach?

Each o6 the 6ottowing que4tion4 can be an/sm./Led by Limpty ciltaing the

atteknative below the 'statement which but ducitibu yowl opinion.

4. Please rate your own French skills on the following scales:

(a) I read French

Not at all Slightly

(b) I write French

Somewhat Quite Well Fluently

Not at all Slightly

(c) I speak French

Somewhat Quite Well Fluently

Not at all Slightly

(d) I understand spoken French

Somewhat Quite Well Fluently

Not at all Slightly Somewhat Quite Well Fluently

5. If you teach one major subject area, are you satisfied with the integration

of the elementary and secondary school programmes in your subject area?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

227



6. Do you feel the elementary programme in your subject area is a good preparation

for the secondary school programme?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

7. On the average how many students actu, are in your classes this year?

Less than 15 15-20 20-25 25-30 30-35 Over 35

8. What do you feel is the optimal class size?

Less than 15 15-20 20-25 25 10 30-35 Over 35

9. In general, are you supportive of the French programme in your school?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

10. In general, do you feel the principal is supportive of the French programme

in your school?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

11. Would you be willing to collaborate with the moderns department and have

some of the courses you teach taught in French?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

12. I feel that Canadians should he able to speak the two official languages.

Strongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly

Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
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13. rrench should only be taught to students of average or higher ability.

Very definitely Probably Neutral Probably Very defiaitely

No !:o Yes Yes

14. I feel it is important for children to study French primarily because

it will enable them to communicate with French speaking people and appreciate

their culture.

Strongly Slightly Neutral. Slightly Strongly

Disagree Disagree Agree Agree

15. I feel it is important for children to -tudy French primarily because

they will probably need it in their future careers.

Strongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly

Disagree Disagree Agree Agree

16. Do you feel that the study of French contributes to students' understanding

of other subject areas?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

229



L

17. Part I. Answer only if you teach elementary school, otherwise skip to Part II.

Following are a

for each subject

(a) Mathematics

number of school subjects. On the basis of your knowledge

please make ratings on the two scales following it.

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very

Important
Somewhat
Important

About
Average

Somewhat
Unimportant

Very

Unimportant

(b) Language Arts (i.e., Engl4sh Reading, Spelling, etc.)

About Somewhat VeryVery Somewhat
Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important

(c) French

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

(d) Social Sciences (i.e., Man and Society, Current Events, etc.)

Very Somewhat About Souowhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important

(e) Geography

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important

(f) Science

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very . Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant
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17. Part II. Answer only it you teach secondary school.

Following are a number of school subjects. On the basis of your knowledge

for each subjcct please make ratings on the two scales following it.

(a) Mathematics

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important

(b) English

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Important

(c) French

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Important

(d) History

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Important

(e) Geography

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Important

(f) Science

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant
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18. We would appreciate any comments you might have regarding any issues that you

feel are important that may or may not be covered in this questionnaire.
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SURVEY OF ATTITUDES AND OPINIONS

CONCERNING THE FRENCH

PROGRAMMES IN THE LONDON PUBLIC SYSTEM

FRENCH TEACHERS' QUESTIONNAIRE

Conducted by
Language Research Group 0 1976
Department of Psychology
University of Western Ontario

for
The London Board of Education
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This survey is being conducted by the Language Research Group of

the Department of Psychology at the University of Western Ontario at the

r?quest of the Curriculum Subcommittee of the Board of Education to

determine the community's attitudes and opinions about the teaching of

Frew:h. Questionnaires are being answere6 by parents, students, teachers,

administrators, and Board trustees in order to assess the general climate

of opinion. Although the results of the survey may not result in any

immediate changes, by expressing your opinion you will be providing the

Board with valuable information for its consideration.

We should emphasize that there are no "right" or "wrong" answers,

and that your answers will be treated with the strictest confidence.

For most of the following questions you are asked to respond by

circling the alternative below it which best indicates your opinion.

Some questions require a written response, and others have more specific

instructions. If you feel that this survey has omitted any important

issues, please use the space provided at the end of this questionnaire

to present your ideas.

WHEN YOU HAVE COMPLETED THE QUESTIONNAIRE

PLEASE PUT IT INTO THE ENVELOPE PROVIDED AND SEAL IT
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I. If you teach other subjects in addition to French, please list them on

the line below.

2. Please state the number of years you have taught.

3. Which !wades (levels) of French do you teach this year?

Each o6 the Wtowing quest ono can be anoweAed by isimpty einaing the

atteAnative Wow the ztatement which beat de6cAibeis you/L. opinion.

4. Are you satisfied with the integration of the elementary and secondary

school French programmes?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

5. Do you feel the elementary French programme is a good preparation for the

secondary school programme?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes



6. We are interested in all French teachers' perceptions about the curricular

emphasis on French at both the elementary and secondary school levels.

Regardless of whether you teach in the elementary or secondary panel it is

important that you answer all parts of the following question to the best

of your knowledge.

I Maze indicate by ciltaing the appuptiate vatuez below the apptoximate

peAcentage o6 time you Sea oent on:

(a) the development of oral/aural skills in the elementary French programme.

- 0 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

(b) the development of reading/writing skills in the elementary French programme.

0 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

(c) the development of oral/aural skills in the secondary French programme.

0 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

(d) the development of reading/riting skills in the secondary French programme.

0 10% 20% 30% 40% 50% 60% 70% 80% 90% 100%

II On the basi4 o6 yours e6timate6 ate you 4ati46ied with the cutticataA

emphasiis on:

(a) oral/aural skills at the elementary level?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

(b) reading/writing skills at the elementary level?

Very definitely Generally Neutral generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

(c) oral/aural skills at the secondary level?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

(d) readiny/writing skills at the secondary level?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes
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7. Do you feel enough time each week is spent on French?

Definitely Probably Sufficient Probably Definitely

too much too much too little too little

8. At what grade level do you feel it is best for a child to being studying French
in school?

Grades: Kindergarten 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

9. In general, are the other teachers in your school supportive of the French

programme?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

10. In general, do you feel the principal is supportive of the French programme?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

'I Do you feel the other teachers tend to influence your students' attitudes

toward French (either positively or negatively)?

Very definitely Tend to Neutral Tend to Very definitely

negatively negatively positively positively

influence influence influence influence

12. Do you feel that guidance counsellors tend to influence students' attitudes

toward French (either positively or negatively)?

Very definitely Tend to Neutral Tend to Very definitely

negatively negatively positively positively

influence influence influence influence
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13. Rate the importance for your students of each of the following outcomes

of a French programme.

(a) Development of French reading skills.

Very Moderately Neutral Moderately Very

unimportant unimportant important important

(b) Appreciation of how French Canadian people live.

Very Moderat::iy

unimportant unimportant

Neutral Moderately, Very

important important

(c) Appreciation of European French Music and literature.

Very Moderately Neutral Moderately Very

unimportant unimportant important important

(d) Development of French speaking ski'ls.

Very Moderately Neutral Moderately Very

unimportant unimportant important important

(e) Awareness of job opportunities where a knowledge of French is beneficial.

Very Moderately Neutral Moderately Very

unimportant unimportant important important

(f) Development of French writing skills.

Very Moderately Neutral Moderately Very
unimportant unimportant important important

(g) Improvement of understanding of English through comparison of

linguistic structures.

Very Moderately Neutral Moderately Very

unimportant unimportant important important

(h) Development of French listening skills.

Very Moderately Neutral Moderately Very

unimportant unimportant important important



14. I feel it is important for children to study French primarily because

it will enable them to communicate with French speaking people and appreciate

their culture.

Strongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly
Disagree Disagree Agree Agree

15. I feel it is imp6rtant fog children to study French primarily because

they will probably need it in their future careers.

Strongly Slightly
Disagree Disagree

Neutral Slightly Strongly
Agree Agree

16. Within the present curriculum, do you feel more emphasis is placed on

European French language and culture or on French Canadian language and

culture?

Very definitely More About
European European equal

More French
Canadian

Very definitely
French Canadian

17. Where do you feel the emphasis should be placed?

Very definitely More About More French Very definitely
European European equal Canadian French Canadian

18. Compared to the courses they take, are you satisfied that your students

are as serious and wel in fit:ated about their French studies?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

19. I feel that Canadians should be able to speak the two official languages.

Strongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly
Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
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20. French should only be taught to students of average or higher ability.

Very definitely Probably Neutral Probably Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

21. Do you feel the school Board should provide students with more opportunities

to travel to locations where the majority of the people speak French?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

22. Do you feel there should be more exchange programmes between London French

students and French speaking students from Quebec?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

23. Do you feel there is a need for a French television station in London?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

24. Once the French television channel is available:

(a) Do you intend to encourage your students to watch it at home?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

(b) Do you intend to make use of it in your French classes?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

e
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25. P you feel that a child who has satisfactorily completed French in the

existing programmes in London at both the elementary and secondary school

levels should be able to:.

(a) Speak French well.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

(b) Read French well.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

(c) Understand spoken French well.

Very definitely Generally PRutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

(d) Yrite French well.

Very definitely Generally

No No

Neutral Generally
Yes

Very definitely
Yes

26. Would you be willing to collaborate with other departments so that some

other course areas may be taught in part in French?

Very definitely Probably Neutral Probably Very definitely

Yes Yes
No No

27. On the average how many students are in your French classes this year?

less than 15 15-20 20-25 25-30 30-35 over 35

28. What do you feel is the optimal French class size?

less than 15 15-20 20-25 25-30 30-35 over 35
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29. Part I. Answer only if you teach elementary school, otherwise skip to Part II.

Following are a number of school

for each subject please make

(a) Mathematics

subjects. On the basis of your knowledge

ratings or the two scales following it.

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

(b) Language Arts (i.e., English Reading, Spelling, etc.)

About Somewhat VeryVery Somewhat
Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important

(c) French

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

(d) Social Sciences (i.e., Man and Society, Current Events, etc.)

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important

(e) Geograpal

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important

(f) Science

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant
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29. Part II. Answer only if you teach secondary sc"ool-T otherwise skip to question 30.

Following are a number of school subjects. On the basis of your knowledge

for each subject please make ratings on the two scales following it.

(a), Mathematics

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important

(b) English

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important

(c) French

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important

(d) History

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

/

Very
Difficult

Somewhat
Difficult

About
Average

Somewhat
Easy

Very /

1

Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
\

Important

(e) Geography

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important

(f) Science

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very ; Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important average Unimportant bn;mportant

N
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'Att Ampondents ptecae anzwen ()Wowing quution4.

30. Considering the fact that introducing or expanding programmes can be costly

and doe.; take time and resources away from other subject areas, indicate

your feelings about each of the following:

1. French Ihould be taught to all students in grades 1 to 3.

Very definitely GenE-ally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

2. French should be taught to all students in grades 4 to 6.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

3. More time should be given to teaching French in grades 7 and 8.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

4. More credits (i.e., hours per week) should be required in French at the
0

secondary school level.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

5. Every student should have the opportunity to enroll in a French Immersion

school (i.e., a school for English speaking students where instruction is

primarily in French).

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes
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31. We would appreciate any comments, you might have regarding any issues that you

feel are important that may or may not be covered in this questionnaire.
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Education Centre.
165 Elmwood Avenue.
Box 5873, London, Ontario, Canada. NGA 4T5

Telephone (519)439.2451

IlmIEWimm The Board of Education for the City ofLondon
W. Douglas Mc Vie, Director of Education

1 April 1976

Dear Parent:

The enclosed survey is being conducted by
the Language Research Group of the Department of
Psychology at the University of Westerp Ontario at
the request of the Board of Education's Curriculum
Subcommittee. With this survey we hope to be able
to assess the general climate of opinion about the
teaching of French in London.

Since we need your assistance we would
appreciate your taking a few minutes to answer this
questionnaire. Instructions appear in the front of
the booklet. Once you have completed the question-
naire please put it in the self-addressed envelope,
seal the envelope, and have your child return it to
his school.

Thank you very much for your cooperation.

Yours sincerely,

W, D. Yx7IE
Director of Education
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SURVEY OF ATTITUDES AND OPINIONS

CONCERNING THE FRENCH

PROGRAMMES IN THE LONDON PUBLIC SYSTEM

PARENTS' QUESTIONNAIRE

Conducted by
Language Research Group 0 1976
Department of Psychology
University of Western Ontario

for
The London Board of Education
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This survey is being conducted by the Language Research Group of

the Department of Psychology at the University of Western Ontario at the

request of the Curriculum Subcommittee of the Board of Education to

determine the community's attitudes and opinions about the teaching of

French.' Questionnaires are being answered by parents, students, teachers,

administrators, and Board trustees in order to assess the general climate

of opinion. Although the results of the survey may not result in any

immediate changes, by expressing your opinion you will be providing the

Board with valuable information for its consideration.

We should emphasize that for most questions there are no "right" or

"wrong" answers, and that your answers will be treated with tne strictest

confidence. For certain aspects of the survey it is necessary to match

some parents' and pupils' questionnaires, however, this matching will be

achieved through common numerical codes without using names.

For most of the following questions you are asked to respond by

civ'cling the alternative below it which best indicates your opinion.

Some questions require a written response, and others have more specific

instructions. If you feel that this survey has omitted any important

issues, please use the space provided at the end of this questionnaire

to present your ideas.

Many of the items in this questionnaire refer to "your child". If

you have more than one child in school, answer the questions with respect

to the child who brought this questionnaire home.

If more than one of your children brings home a questionnaire please

answer only one of them referring to that particular child and return

the unanswered questionnaire in the envelope provided.

While most of the questions are concerned with your attitude and

opinion, some relate to factual matter. You will note that beside

these questions there is a place to circle "Mo Opinionlif you feel you

do not have sufficient background information.

WHEN YOU HAVE COMPLETED THE QUESTIONNAIRE

PLEASE PUT IT BACK INTO THE ENVELOPE AND SEAL IT
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1. This questionnaire is being completed by:

Mother Father

This questionnaire is being given only to a sample of parents in

London and we are concerned that the sample truly represents people from

all walks of life. Because of this we request that you answer the two

following questions. However, you may omit them if it is personally

important for you to do so.

2. (a) What is the highest level of education completed by the major wage earner?

Elementary School Secondary School

Community College or University Post-graduate Training

(b) Please indicate the occupation of the major wage earner.

3. My child is: studying grade (level) French or

not taking French (please check one)

Each o6 the 6ottowina quution4 can be an6wened by 4impty citcting the

atewaive be'ow the 6tatement which but descAibu yout vinkon.

4. Please rate your own French skills on the following scales by circling the

alternative you feel best describes you:

(a) I read French.

Not at all Slightly

(b) I write French.

Somewhat Quite Well Fluently

Not at all Slightly

(c) I speak French.

Somewhat Quite Well Fluently

Not at all Slightly

(d) I understand spoken French.

Somewhat Quite Well Fluently

Not at all Slightly Somewhat Quite Well Fluently
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5. I feel that Canadians should be able to speak the two official languages.

Sirongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly

Disagree Disagree Agree Agree

6. I feel it is important for children to study French primarily because

it will enable them to communicate with French speaking people and appreciate

their culture.

Strongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly

Disagree Disagree Agree Agree

7. I feel it is important for children to study French primarily because

they will probably need it in their future careers.

Strongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly

Disagree Disagree Agree Agree

8. I would like my child to have greater contact with French Canadian people.

Strongly
Disagree

Slightly

Disagree
Neutral Slightly Strongly

Agree Agree

g. French should only be taught to students of average or higher ability.

Very definitely Probably Neutral Probably Very definitely

No No Yes Yes
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10. Do you feel sufficiently informed about the various French programmes offered

by the London Board of Education?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

11. Do you feel better informed about subject areas other than French, for

example, Science, English, Math, etc?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

12. (a) Are you aware of the required high school courses for admittance to

post-secondary school institutions (for example, university, community college,
etc.)?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

(b) If your child's current educational plans involve continuing his/her

education beyond high school, is credit in d second language among

these requirements?

Yes No Not Sure Not Applicable

13. In our family we consciously encourage positive feelings toward French Canadians.

Strongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly
Disagree Disagree Agree Agree

14. Do you feel enough time each week is spent on French in school?

Definitely Probably Sufficient Probably Definitely
Too Much Too Much Too Little Too Little
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15. Do you feel that a child who has satisfactorily completed French at both the

elementary and secondary school levels should be able to:

(a) Speak French well.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No

(b) Read French well.

Yes Yes ,

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

(c) Understand spoken French well.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No

(d) Write French well.

Yes Yes

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

16. Do you feel French should be required for university entrance?

Very definitely Probably Neutral Probably Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

17. At what grade do the majority of students in London begin French?

Grade: Kindergarten 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 Uncertain

18. At what grade level do you feel it is best for a child to begin studying

French in school?
No

Grade: Kindergarten 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13 Opinio
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19. Do you feel a student should spend as much time doing French homework as

he/she does for any other subject?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

20. Do you feel children have adequate opportunities to practise their French

speaking skills in class?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely No
No No Yes Yes Opinion

21. Do you feel the school board should provide children with more opportunities

to travel to locations where the majority of the people speak French?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

22. Do you feel French should be optional or compulsory:

(a) in grade 7 and 8

Optional Undecided Compulsory

(b) in secondary school

Optional Undecided Compulsory

?3. Do you feel the French programme in London should put more emphasis on

grammatical and reading skills?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely No
No No Yes Yes Opinion

24. Do you feel the French programme in London should put more emphasis on

speaking and listening skills?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely No
No No Yes Yes Opinion
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25. For the following 13 items you are requested to:

(I) check (10, ) on the line on the left those programmes which you

know are offered by the London Board of Education.

(b) check () on the line on the right those programmes which

you would like to see offered or continued by the London Board of Education.

2.

3.

Currently
Offered

Like to See Offered
or Continued to be
Offered

London French School - Elementary Level

London French School Secondary Level

Early French Immersion - i.e. beginning in
Grade 1

4. Late French Immersion - i.e. beginning in
Grade 7 or 8

5. Compulsory Oral French - i.e. beginning in
Grade 1

6. Optional Oral French J- i.e. beginning in
Grade 1

7. Compulsory Grade Seven Oral French

8. Optional Grade Seven Oral French

9. Compulsory Grade Eight Oral French

10. Optional Grade Eight Oral French

11. Optional Secondary School French

12. Compulsory Secondary School French

13. Subjects other than French taught via
French language
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26. Considering the fact that introducing or expanding programmes can be costly

and does take time and resources away from other subject areas, indicate

your feelings about each of the forowing:

1. French should be taught to all students in grades 1 to 3.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

2. French should be taught to all students in grades 4 to 6.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

3. More time should be given to teaching French in grades 7 end 8.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

4. More credits (i.e., hours per week) should be required in French at the

secondary school level.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

5. Every student should have the opportunity to enroll in a French Immersion

school (i.e., a school for English speaking students where instruction is

primarily in French).

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

27. Do you feel there is a need for a French television station in London?

Very definitely Probably Neutral Probably Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

28. Once the French television channel is available do you intend to encourage

your child to watch it?

Very definitely Probably Neutral Probably Very definitely

No No Yes Yes
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29. Do you plan to watch the French television channel yourself?

Very definitely Probably Neutral Probably
Ng No Yes

Very definitely
Yes

30. If you studied French in school, how satisfied were you with the courses

you took?

Not at all Somewhat
Satisfied Dissatisfied

Neutral Somewhat Very
Satisfied Satisfied

31. Following are a

for each subject

(a) Mathematics

number of school subjects. On the basis of your knowledge

please make ratings on the scale folluyiing it.

Very Somewhat About Somewhat , Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

(b) Language Arts (i.e., English Reading, Spelling, etc.)

About Somewhat VP:yVery Somewhat

Important

(c) French

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

(d) Social Sciences (i.e., Man and Society, Current Events, etc.)

About Somewhat VeryVery Somewhat

Important

(e) Geography

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important

(f) Science

Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant
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16 you child Lo uttentty studying Ftench ptease anzwe4 item 32-35.

Othemase, ship to queition 36.

32. How satisfied are you with your child's current French programme?

Not at all . Somewhat Neutral Somewhat Very
Satisfied Dissatisfied Satisfied Satisfied

33. I actively bocourage my child h;th his/her French studies.

Strongly , Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly
Disagree Disagree Agree Agree

34. How often does your child receive help with his/her French homework at home?

Never Seldom Occasionally Quite Often Very Frequently

35. Does your child have any opportunities to spfak French outside tie classroom?

Not Any Very Few Some Qu'e a Few Very Many
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36. We would appreciate any comments you might have regarding any issues that you

feel are important that may or may not be covered in this questionnaire.

2 r.--
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SURVEY OF ATTITUDES AND OPINIONS

CONCERNING THE FRENCH

PROGRAMMES IN THE LONDON PUBLIC SYSTEM

STUDENTS' QUESTIONNAIRE

Conducted by
Language Research Group 6 1976
Department of Psychology
University of Western Ontario
for
The London Board of Education
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This survey is being conducted by the Language Research Group of

the Department of Psychology at the University of Western Ontario at the

request of the Curriculum Subcommittee of the Board of Education to

determine the community's attitudes and opinions about the teaching of

French. Questionnaires are being answered by parents, students, teachers,

administrators, and Board trusteesin oraer to assess the general climate

of opinion. Although the results of the survey may not result in any

immediate changes, by expressing your opinion you will be providing the

Board with valuable information for its consideration.

We should emphasize that there are no "right" or "wrong" answers,

and that your answers will be treated with the strictest confidence.

For certain aspects of the survey it is necessary to match some parents'

and pupils' questionnaires; however, this matching will be achieved

through common numerical codes without using names.

For the results of this survey to be meaningful, it is important

that you be as accurate and as frank as possible in your answers. If

you do not want to answer any particular item, or for that matter the

entire questionnaire, you do not have to. However, yo' should realize

that the usefulness of your questionnaire will be lessened to the extent

that you do not answer each item. Therefore, we urge you to answer all

of the items if you possibly can.

For most of the following questions you are asked to respond by

circling the alternative below it which best indicates your opinion.

Some questions require a written response, and others have more specific

instructions. If you feel that this survey has omitted any important

issues, please use the space provided at the end cf this questionnaire

to present your ideas.

WHEN YOU HAVE COMPLETED THE QUESTIONNAIRE

PLEASE PUT IT BACK INTO THE ENVELOPE AND SEAL IT



1. Age

2. Boy Girl

3. I am studying grade (level) French.

4. Po you plan to take French next year? Yes No Uncertain

5. What grade were you in when you first studied French? Grade

Each o6 the Ottowing queztionz can be anzwertea by zimpty ataing the

ate/waive below the ztatement which bezt dezcnibez yam_ opinion.

6. Please rate your French skills on the following scales by circling the

alternative you feel best describes you:

(a) I read French

Not at all Slightly

(b) I write French

Somewhat Quite Well Fluently

Not at all Slightly

(c) I speak_French

Somewhat Quite Well fluently

Not at all Slightly

(d) I understand spoken French

Somewhat Quite Well Fluently

Not at all Slightly Somewhat Quite Well Fluently

7. I feel that Canadians should be able to speak the two official languages

(French and English).

Strongly Slightly Peutral Slightly Strongly

Disagree Disagree Agree Agree
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3. I feel it is important to study French primarily because it will enable me to

communicate with French speaking people and appreciate their culture.

Strongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly
Disagree Disagree Agree Agree

9. I feel it is important to study French primarily because I will probably

need it in my future career.

Strongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly
Disagree Disagree Agree Agree

10. I would like to have greater contact with French Canadian people.

Strongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly
Disagree Disagree Agree Agree

11. French should only be taught to students of average or higher ability.

Very definitely Probably Neutral Probably Very definitely
46P No No Yes Yes

12. Do you feel sufficiently informed about the various French programmes

offered by the London Board of Education?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

13. Do you feel better informed about subject areas other than French, for

example, Science, English, Math, etc?

Very definitely Generally

No No
Neutral Generally Very definitely

Yes Yes
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14. (a) Are you aware of the required high school courses for admittance to post-

secondary school institutions (for example, university, community college,

etc.).

Very definitely Generally
No No

Neutral Generally Very definitely
Yes Yes

(b) If your current educational plans involve your education beyond high school,

is credit in a second language among these requirements?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

15. Do you feel enough time each week is spent on French in school?

Definitely Probably Sufficient Probably Definitely
Too Much Too Much Too Little Too Little

16. Do you feel that a student who has satisfactorily completed French at both the

elementary and secondary school levels should be able to:

(a) Speak French well.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No

(b) Read French well.

Yes Yes

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

(c) Understand spoken French well.

Very definitely Generally Neutral f',enerally Very definitely
No No

(d) Wr;te French well.

Yes Yes

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very detinitely
No No Yes Yes
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17. My parents encourage positive feelings toward French Canadians.

Strongly Slightly Neutral Slightly Strongly
Disagree Disagree Agree Agree

18. Do you feel French should be required for university entrance?

Very definitely Probably Neutral Probably Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

19. At what grade level do you feel it is best to begin studying French in school?

Grades: Kindergarten 1 2 3 4 5 6 7 8 9 10 11 12 13

20 Part I. Answer only if you are in grade seven or eight, otherwise answer Part II.

Following are a number

ratings on the three

(a) Mathematics

of school subjects.

scales following it.

ror each subject please make

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Interesting Interesting Average Boring Boring

(b) Language Arts (i.e., English Reading, Spelling, etc.)

Somewhat About Somewhat VeryVery
Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very
Interesting Interesting Average Boring Boring
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(c) French

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Interesting Interesting Average Boring Boring

(d) Social Studies (i.e., Man and Society, Current Events, etc.)

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Interesting

(e) Geography

Interesting Average Boring Boring

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Interesting

(f) Science

Interesting Average Boring Boring

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Interesting Interesting Average Boring Boring
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20. Part II. Answer this part only if you are in high school, otherwise go to

question 21.

Following are a number of school subjects. For each subject please make ratings

on the three scales following it. Rate each subject regardless of whether you

are currently taking it or have ever taken it in secondary school. If you have

NOT studied that subject at the secondary level, please indicate this by placing

a check mark on the line following that subject.

(a) Mathematics (never taken)

Very

Difficult

Somewhat

Difficult

About
Average

Somewhat
Easy

Very
Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Interesting Interesting Average Boring Boring

(b) English (never taken)

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Interesting Interesting Average Boring Boring

(c) French (never taken)

Very
Difficult

Somewhat
Difficult

About
Average

Somewhat
Easy

Very
Easy

Very
Important

Somewhat

Important

About
Average

Somewhat
Unimportant

Ve.-y

Unimportant

Very
Interesting

Somewhat
Interesting

About
Average

Somewhat
Boring

Very
Boring



(d) History (never taken)

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Interesting Interesting Average Boring Boring
.

(e) Geography (never taken)

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Interesting Interesting Average Boring Boring

(f) Science (never taken)

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Difficult Difficult Average Easy Easy

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Important Important Average Unimportant Unimportant

Very Somewhat About Somewhat Very

Interesting Interesting Average Boring Boring

AU 6 tUden-tZ 6howed anzweA the "tat o6 the 6v owing quezticHz.
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21. Do you feel you should spend as much time doing French homework as you do for

any other subject?

Very definitely Generally fleutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes

22. Do you feel you have adequate opportunities to practise your French speaking

skills in class?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely

No No Yes Yes
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23. Do you feel the school Board should provide you with more opportunities to

travel to locations where the majority of the people speak French?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

24. Do you feel French should be optional or compulsory:

(a) in grade 7 and 8

Optional Undecided Compulsory

(b) in secondary school

Optional Undecided Compulsory

25. Do you feel the French programme in London should put more emphasis on

grammatical and reading skills?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

26. Do you fael the French programme in London snould put more emphasis on

speak'ng and listening skills?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

27. Do you feel there is a need for a French television station in London?

'ery definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

28. Once the French television channel is available do you intend to watch it?

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes
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29. My parents help me with my French homework.

Never Seldom Occasionally Quite Often Very Frequently

30. Do you have any opportunities to speak French outside the classroom?

Not Any Very Few Some Quite a Few Very Many

31. What do you feel is the optimal (most desirable) French class size?

less than 15 15-20 20-25 25-30 30-35 over 35

32. Considering the fact that introducing or expanding programmes can be costly

and does take time and resources away from other subject areas, indicate your

feelings about each of the following:

1. French shouid be taught to 311 students in grades 1 to 3.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

2. French should be taught to all students in grades 4 to 6.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

3. More time should be given to teachirg French in grades 7 and 8.

Very definitely Generally Neutral Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

4. More credits (i.e., hours per week) should be required in French at the

secondary school level.

Very definitely Generally Neutrj Generally Very definitely
No No Yes Yes

5. Every student should have the opportunity to enroll in a French Immersion

primarily in French)

Very definitely Generally

school (i.e., a school For English speaking students where instruction is

No No

Neutral Generally
Yes

Very definitely
Yes
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33. My parents actively encourage me in my French studies.

Strongly Slightly Neutral . Slightly "Strongly

Disagree Disagree Agree Agree

34. During French class I take an active part in activities:

Never Seldom Occasionally .Often Very Frequently

35. How many students are in your French Clas?
as

less than 15 15-20 20-25 25-30 30-35 over 35

Akti

36. We would appreciate any comments you might hlke regarding any issues that you

feel are important that may or may not be covered in this questionnaire.


